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Current Topics. 


Sir R. B. Finlay. 

Ir 1s an open secret that the lordship of appeal vacated by the 
retirement of Lord Lixpey was offered to, and declined by, Sir 
R, B. Frvtay. 


The New Legal Appointments. 

Ir arrgars that we must possess our souls in peace until next 
week before hearing authoritatively who are to be the new Lord 
Chancellor and law officers. The selection of the latter affords an 


| interesting field for speculation, but there seems to be no 


advantage in entering upon it. 


The New County Court Judge. 


Mr. Epwarp Bray, barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
Judge of the Birmingham County Court (Cireuit No. 21) in place 
of Judge Wurrenorns, deceased. Mr. Bray was called to the 
bar in 1875, and has practised on the South-Eastern Circuit. 


Lord Halsbury. 

WE wavs probably said farewell to Lord Hatssvry in his 
capacity as Chancellor, though everyone will hope that his con- 
summate ability will continue to be available in the highest courts 
of appeal. Most lawyers will regard his retirement with somewhat 
mixed feelings. We do not think it is unjust to say that 
throughout his Chancellorship he has been a clog on reforms, how- 
ever beneficial, well len or cautious they might be— witness 
his latest ormances with regard to the Long Vacation and 
the School of Law. On two matters of importance only has 
he deviated from his maxim of standing on the old ways and 


rigidly respecting vested interests— namely, the Land 
Transfer Act and he spread of officialism generally—but as to 


these matters he has dis all the zeal of a new convert and 
a somewhat advanced Socialist, and has been led out of the 
ancient paths into somewhat muddy What is to be said, 
for instance, of the circumstances a! ing the inclusion of the 
City of London in the area of compulsion under the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897? On the other hand, no one can deny that 
Lord Haxssvay has shewn himself one of the most brilliant 





THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 








ju of our day, and that as a judge-maker he has, 
Sit sn en a en ee 
6 





88 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





-_, ———— 


Dec. 9. 1608, 





men available, whatever might be their political views. 
We owe to him a Chancery bench which for general 
efficiency and ability, has seldom been surpassed. But 
over and above all this, his geniality, kindliness, and fair- 
mindedness have rendered him personally popular, even with 
those most strongly opposed to his schemes. One cannot but 
recall that, in one of the debates in the House of Lords on the 
Land Transfer Bill, while the late Lord Herscuett took occasion 
to comment somewhat bitterly on the articles which appeared in 
the Soricrrors’ Journat, and the statement that a large propor- 
tion of country solicitors would ultimately be ruined by the 
system proposed to be introduced, adding the somewhat silly 
remark that if they were to be ruined it would be “ by the 
money which was going into their pockets remaining in the 
ockets of the landowners,’ Lord Hatsspury did not concur in 
rd Herscue..’s remarks, and said that he “‘ had never joined, 
and never would join, in the idle cry against solicitors for the 
charges they made, They did their work with great care and 
success.” And so, while protesting in the strongest manner 
against the officialism which the late Chancellor has inflicted on 
the country, we believe that the profession will follow him into 
his retirement with no little personal esteem. 


The Judicial Resignations. 


Tue reEsicnaTion of the Ministry has been accompanied by 
the usual crop of judicial resignations. These are a safe weather- 
glass of the backwardness of this country in the effective 
separation of the executive, the judiciary, and the Legislature. A 
retiring Ministry, however natural its desire to make soft places 
for its own friends, ought not to lay hands upon the bench for 
that purpose. Nor, if we may respectfully say so, ought judges 
to be accommodating in this respect. It is just at such times 
that appointments are apt to be made which have not, to say the 
least, a single eye upon the efficiency of the bench. It would bea 
welcome self-denying ordinance if the judges would adopt a 
professional rule of etiquette that no judge should resign within 
a measurable distance before or after either the resignation of a 
Ministry or the dissolution of a Parliament. It is true that both 
Lord Lryprry and Mr. Justice Witts have well earned their 
right to retirement ; but it would have been more dignified if 
that retirement had taken place either six months ago or six 
months hence, and it is not probable that in either case the new 
appointments now announced would have been made. Such 
dealings are particularly objectionable when they affect the final 
Court of Appeal in the House of Lords. We do not remember 
any appointment of a law lord hitherto made under such circum- 
stances, and the precedent is deplorable. We do not say that 
the new appointments are bad, though no one, we think, will 
maintain that they are the best possible. Be that as it may, 
the personnel of the judicial bench ought not to be at the 
haphazard of the chances and changes of a suddenly developed 
political scramble. 


Lord Lindley. 


In Lorp Liypiezy the country loses a most sound and 
learned lawyer, with a widely varied career, in every branch of 
which he has won distinction and respect. Early the author of 
a valuable treatise on partnership and companies, which has 
ever since remained the leading text-book, he acquired a large 
practice in that lucrative line, among others; and, taking silk 
early, became one of the leading counsel in the courts of Vice- 
Chancellors Wickens and Hatt. Here he made so great a 
reputation that Lord Carrs selected him as the equity judge 
to be added to the Court of Common Pleas in preparation for 
the fusion of law and equity introduced by the Judicature Acts. 
There were other such appointments, all unpopular with the 
Common Law Bar, and the Circuit Messes of those days were 
full of stories and jokes at the expense of equity judges flounder- 
ing in the unfamiliar work of assize practice. But no such 
story or joke was perpetrated at the expense of Linpizy, 
J.; his all-round Guabhdles was too sound, his patience 
and courtesy too marked, his intelligence too great, and his 
character too firm, and he soon became recognized as one of the 
best common law judges. So much was this the case that when he 
was eng sean to the Court of Appeal, a younger 


court. This misapprehension was very soon dispelled; and q 
his further advancement to the Mastership of the Rolls, he yy 
universally recognized as the proper occupant of the presid 


of the Court of Appeal. There he not only justified hy 
selection for the judicial work, but also found time to thro 
himself heartily into his collateral duties as Keeper of the Publi 
Records, for which he had prepared himself by his long devotig 
to the work of the Selden Society, and which his predeceggy 
had rather neglected. His final promotion to the House ¢ 
Lords as Lord of Appeal came when he was already advaneaj 
in years, but his judgments in that capacity, both in the Hou 
of Lords and the Privy Council, have been marked by 
ripe learning and wisdom. Outside his professional life, he was 
also chairman of the Council of Legal Education, president of 
the Selden Society, a member of the British Academy, anj 
a Fellow of the Royal Society ; and he still remains chairman of 
the quarter sessions for the county of Norfolk—a rare honow 
for an equity lawyer. Notwithstanding so successful a career, 
Lord Linptey has none of the clear and clean-shaven appear. 
ance of the typical lawyer; his rubicund complexion, grizzlej 
whiskers, and cheery face betoken rather the vigorous country 
farmer than the accomplished judge. He goes into retirement 
with the good wishes of all members of both branches of the 
profession, who will only regret his ‘retiring ” disposition 
This is the second occasion on which he has retired to accommo- 
date others: once from the Mastership of the Rolls for the 
benefit of Lord Atverstone; and now from the Lordship of 
Appeal to make room for Mr. Arxryson ! 


Sir Alfred Wills. 


Ir Lorp Linpizy was a rugged gem, Mr. Justice WILLs was 
the most polished corner-stone of the Temple. By the consent 
of all, he was the most perfect gentleman left on the bench, 
With knowledge and industry hardly less than that of his still 
more successful brother, and adding to them the accomplishments 
of a brilliant scholar and athlete, it was not so much for these 
that he attracted attention as for his combination of good looks, 
good manners, and good sense. In a time when judges are apt 
to pride themselves on roughness and asperity and jests as ai 
to the despatch of business, Mr. Justice Wits never varied 
from the older and better standard of dignity and courtesy to all 
the lieges, whether counsel or solicitors, parties, witnesses, or 
prisoners in the dock. The despatch of business was 
rather accelerated than hindered in consequence: 
no one left his court with a smouldering sense of 
injustice in matter or in manner. He was the senior 
puisne judge of the High Court, the only one who 
was appointed before Lord Hatssury’s first Chancellor 
ship. He never received promotion — although he would 
have made an excellent appellate judge. Notwithstanding his 
seventy years, he leaves the bench in the enjoyment of all his 
faculties, and looking as if he were thoroughly fit for further 
excursions in the higher Alps. He also had varied intereste— 
was a member of the Council of Legal Education, a vice 
president of the Selden Society, president of the Alpine Olub, 
and the author and editor of books, both of law and travel 
Everyone will rejoice that upon his retirement he has beet 
honoured with the rank of Privy Councillor, which is rare m 
the case of a puisne judge; but it is, perhaps, a higher honour 
that every one will subscribe to the words in which we wo 
write his judicial epitaph—O 87 sic omnes / 


Mr. Justice Sutton. 


Or Mr. Arxryson we can only say that in England he is4 
dark horse, but a lucky one. Mr. Justice Surroy, who takes the 
lace of Sir Arvrep Wits, is a painstaking and courteous 
cell who owes his appointment to th8 etiquette of a quasi 
prescriptive rule that the Junior Oounsel of the Treeeaa 
ultimately entitled to a seat on the bench. ‘That is a rule w 
should probably be abrogated ; but Mr. Justice Surron is nd 
responsible for it. He will probably make a safe judge. 


Sexagenarian Judges. 


Tux vacr that the new judge of the High Court was called 
to the bar in the early part of 1870 may remind us that a fait 
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had at the date of their appointment either nearly approached 
or attained their sixtieth year. The late Mr. Dickens had 
his joke at the slowness with which success was achieved 
in the legal profession, talking of ‘a promising junior 


of two or three and forty,” but so far as we can see, 
judges in the earlier part of the last century found their 
way to the bench at an earlier age than they do now. Mr. 
Justice Wittes, Mr. Baron Bramwetz, Mr. Baron Wipes, Mr. 


Justice Buacksury, and Mr. Justice Hannen obtained their 
promotion before they were fifty years of age. We have no 
wish to discuss the general question, at what age ought a 
man to be appointed to the bench; we would merely observe 
that if the present system of supplying vacancies in the 
Court of Appeal from the judges of the High Court—a system 
which has much to recommend it—is to go on, there is much in- 
convenience in removing a judge to the Court of Appeal when 
he is well advanced in life. The work of the Court of Appeal is 
laborious and monotonous. Complaints are often made of the 
arrears in the court, but it may confidently be affirmed that 
gome of the cases are despatched with greater speed than is 
convenient or satisfactory to the judges. A judge whose best 
years have gone by is apt to find the labour of the court depress- 
ing ‘and rapidly to lose the keen interest in his duties which is 
necessary for efficiency. 














































The Sittings of the Privy Council. 


Iy a biographical sketch of the late Sir Ricnarp Covcn, who, 
after having been Chief Justice of the High Court of Calcutta, 
was for many years a member of the Judicial Committee under 
8&4 Will. 4, c, 41, commonly called Brougham’s Act, the Zimes 
observes that it is extraordinary that so little interest should be 
taken in, and the imagination of men so little stirred by, the 
proceedings of the Judicial Committee — the most august 
tribunal which the world has ever seen. Some explanation 


of this lack of interest may, we think, be furnished by a| P° 


reference to some of the reports of the appeals which during 
the sittings of the court appear in the columns of the Zimes. 
A large proportion of these appeals are from the courts in 
India, and relate to disputes between members of Hindu 
families with regard to the inheritance or succession to 
property. The facts are intricate, the names of the parties 
concerned hard to pronounce or to remember, and the law and 
customs are wholly unfamiliar to English, or even to European, 
lawyers. We have often wondered why these reports continue 
to appear, for even a retired Anglo-Indian judge or practitioner 
must find in them little to interest him, and an Eng: lawyer 
would always think that he could spend his tigxe much better if 
he turned to another part of the newspaper. While, therefore, we 
may admit that many of the officials of the Crown do not meet 
with an adequate recognition on the part of the public of their 
valuable services, we cannot be surprised, taking men as we find 
them, that they should divert their attention from what appears 
to be dull and insipid to something more nearly connected with 
the daily concerns of their existence. 


Payment of Debt before Bankruptcy of Debtor to 
Trustee under Deed of Assignment. 


Tue casz of Davis v. Petrie (1905, 2 K. B. 528) is one of 
more than ordinary interest, and most persons will agree with 
the observation of Kunnzpy, J., that no decision has ever been 
pronounced on the point involved in it. The action was by the 
trustee in bankruptcy of one Watson in respect of work done 
for the defendant by the debtor. The defendant pleaded 
that she had paid the amount by cheque down in favour of one 
Arrorp, the trustee under a deed of assignment executed by the 
debtor, whereby he assigned all his property to Arrorp for sale, 
conversion and collection, the proceeds to be distributed among 
the creditors of the debtor in accordance with the law of bank- 
muptey. It appeared that, within three months of the execution 
ofthe deed, a bankruptcy petition was presented against the 
debtor, treating the execution of the deed of assignment as an 
tt of bankruptcy, and he was adjudged bankrupt. By section 
3 of the Bankruptey Act, 1883, corresponding to & similar pro- 
Vision in previous Bankruptcy Acts,.a bankruptcy is to be 

ed to have relation back to, and to commence at the time of, 
the act of bankruptey being committed on which the bankruptoy 


is founded. The defendant had paid the cheque to ArrorpD in 
consequence of a letter stating that he been appointed 
trustee under the deed of assignment, and asking for payment 
of the amount. The case was, therefore, primd facie within the 
words of the section, but the county court judge before whom 
the matter was discussed in the first instance was so impressed 
by the hardship in the defendant pay the 
debt over again as to be brought to the conclusion that 
the nullity of the deed of assignment was impliedly qualified so 
as to except from its operation acts rightly done under it. It is 
scarcely necessary to say that the Divisional Court held that 
there was nothing to warrant this inference; and with regard to 
the argument that if the trustee under the deed had brought an 
action for the debt against the defendant she would have had no 
answer to it, the Chief Justice observed that this could not be 
the law, for the deed itself was an act of bankruptcy, and so the 
trustee had no complete title. It would be convenient if a form 
of defence to an action by the trustee under a deed of assign- 
ment in similar circumstances were inserted in some collection of 
precedents. 


Surrender of Lease Granted by Mortgagor. 


By sgction 18 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, the Legis- 
lature has conferred upon a mo rin possession a power of 
leasing which was denied to him before. But it was left for 
the courts to work out the relations which would arise between 
the mortgagee, the mortgagor, and the tenant, and a further 
step in this direction has been taken by Warrineron, J., in 
his interesting decision in Robbins v. Whyte (Times, 1st inst.). 
There the question was whether the mortgagor could accept a 
surrender of a lease which he had granted under the statute. 
It might be supposed that the intention of the Legislature was 
to leave the management of the property entirely in the hands 
of the mortgagor, so long as he was allowed to be in 
ssession. If he could create a term in the property, it 
would be natural that he should be at liberty to concur with 
the lessee in putting an end to it. But section 18 does not 
invest him with general powers of management; it simply 
confers upon him a power of granting leases for specified 
periods, and the effect of the grant of a lease has to be deter- 
mined according to recognized rales. Now, in Municipal Building 
Society v. Smith (37 W. R. 42, 22 Q. B. D. 70) it was held 
that, since the effect of granting the lease under the statutory 
power is to create a valid term as against the mortgagee, the 
estate of the latter is necessarily converted into a reversion 
expectant upon the term. ‘‘In my opinion,” said Fry, LJ., 
“‘ the effect of that section is that [the mortgagor], while he was 
mortgagor in possession, had the power, as against [the mort- 
gagees|, of making such a lease as is therein described and 
authorized. That is to say, he had power to create a term of years 
out of the estate of the mortgagees, and to convert their estate 
into a reversion expectant on a term.” Before the lease they are 
entitled to the land in possession ; after it they are reversioners. 
The effect of a surrender, then, has to be decided with regard 
to this new state of things. The statute says nothing as to the 
power of the mortgagor to accept a surrender, and in accord- 
ance with the usual rule, a surrender can only be effectually 
made to the legal reversioner. This is not the mortgagor, but 
the mortgagee. The statute enables the mortgagor to ch the 
nature of the mo ’s estate in the manner indica but 
there is no further change in the legal incidents of this estate. 
It was held by Warrineron, J., therefore, in Robbins v. Whyte 
(supra) that a surrender could only be effectually made to the 
mortgagee, and since that had not been done, the lessee was 
liable to the mortgagee, on taking possession, for the rent 
reserved by the lease. 


The Fatal Accidents Acts—Deduction of 
Insurance Money. 

Aw action recently tried at the Liverpool Assizes appears 
to have terminated in rather an unexpected manner. It was 
brought by a widow, as the representative of her husband, 
under the Fatal Accidents Act, on the ground that his death 
had been caused by the negligence of the defendants, a railway 
company. It ap that the deceased had upon him at the 
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assessed the compensation at £2,100, the money received from 
the insurance company was deducted from this sum, reducing it 
to £1,100. But as it further appeared that the defendants had 
paid £1,250 into court, the learned judge who presided at the 
trial (Bray, J.) gave judgment for them with costs. This 
decision may not appear wholly satisfactory to those who have 
in their minds the rule that damages cannot be reduced by an 
amount which the plaintiff may have received from third parties 
acting independently of the defendants, though it is given to 
the plaintiff on account of the injury, whether as a free gift or in 
performance of a contract. But, according to the construction 
which the courts have placed upon the Fatal Accidents Act, there 
is a difference between an action brought by the sufferer himself 
and one brought on behalf of his family. In the latter case, the 
damages are a compensation to the family of the deceased 
equivalent to the pecuniary benefit which they might have 
reasonably expected from a continuance of his life ; consequently, 
whatever comes into the possession of the family by reason of 
the death, whether by inheritance, insurance, or otherwise, must 
be taken into account. The decision of the learned judge at the 
trial appears to be strictly in accordance with the ruling of Lord 
CampseE.t in Hicks v. Newport, §c., Railway (4 B. & 8. 403 ; note 
to Pym v. Great Northern Railway). The Lord Chief Justice, in 
a similar case, directed the jury that, in considering the amount 
of the pecuniary loss which the family had sustained, it would 
be well, in the first place, to consider what would be the sum if 
there bad been no insurance. Then, if it appeared that 
some company had insured the deceased against accident by 
railway, it was quite clear that the amount received under 
that policy ought to be deducted from the aggregate amount of 
the damages. In Hicks v. Newport Railway the deceased appears 
to have had not only a policy against accidents by railway, but 
a policy on her life, and Lord Campsett drew a distinction 
between this policy and the policy against accidents. In the 
case of the life policy, the pecuniary benefit received by the 
family from the death of the deceased consisted only in the 
accelerated receipt of a sum of money, the consideration for 
which had been already paid by him out of his earnings, and 
this benefit might be represented by the interest of the money 
during the period of acceleration, and might be compensated 
by deducting future premiums from the estimated future 
earnings of the deceased. The ruling of Lord Campsety is 
approved by the Privy Council in Grand Trunk Railway v. 
Jennings (13 App. Cas. 800). 


Inquiry for Deeds Named in a Contract of Sale. 


Tue percision of Warrineton, J., in Re Childe and Hodgson’s 
Contract (ante, p. 59) seems to shew that a different standard is 
applied as regards the respective duties of vendors and pur- 
chasers where it is a question of the purchaser having notice of 

the contents of a lease, and where it is a question of notice of other 
. instruments. In each case the ultimate rule is that laid down 

by the Court of Appeal in Bailey v. Barnes (42 W. R. 66; 1894, 

1 Ch. 25). The purchaser must make such inquiries as are 

usually made by prudent men of business under similar circum- 

stances, and he is affected with constructive notice of all that he 
would have found out if he had made such inquiries. In 
general, when a deed is brought to his nctice in the contract, it is 

his duty to inquire into it, but it is different in the case of a 

lease. A person buying leasehold property knows that there 

must be an instrument of lease, but he is entitled to 
assume that it contains only usual covenants. If this is not 
80, it is the duty of the vendor to disclose the fact that the 
covenants are unusual, or at any rate to give to the purchaser a 
fair opportunity of discovering the terms of the lease, and if 
he fails in this, he cannot charge the purchaser with constructive 
notice for not inspecting the lease before signing the contract : 
Re White and Smith's Contract (44 W. R. 424; 1896, 1 Ch. 637); 
Molynevz v. Hawtrey (52 W. BR. 23; 1903, 2 K. B, 487). But 
when a contract refers to a deed other than a lease, and 
stipulates that the property is sold subject to covenants and 
ses'ricticns contained in it, the rule is different. In Re Childe 
and Hod, son's Contract (supra) the contract referred in this way 
tw a ded of 1899. Tue deed of 1899 shewed that the land 
Lad been convey<d subject to a deed of 1898. The latter 


The purchaser, however, signed the contract without pe 
for the deed of 1899, and of course he did not see the deed 
1898. Warrinertox, J., held that, according to the test quote 
above from Bailey v. Barnes, the purchaser had failed in hiy 
duty. It would have been prudent in the ordinary course of 
business to inquire into the deed of 1899, and, when that 
disclosed the earlier deed, it would have been prudent to inquiry 
into this also, Hence the purchaser was not allowed to set wp 
the existence of the watercourse as a defect of title. 


‘Excess of Expenditure Over Income.’’ 


In « fair proportion of the bankruptcy cases which are noticed 
by the daily papers the debtor attributes his insolvency, amongst 
other causes, to ‘‘excess of expenditure over income.” These 
words require some little explanation. If the debtor has 
nothing but his income, this is all that he can spend, and the 
‘“‘excess of expenditure” must really mean that he buys on 
credit and gets into debt for the amount of the excess. He may 
be said, therefore, to have contracted debts without any 
reasonable or probable ground of being able to pay them, 
and there can be little doubt that in many cases debts 
are so contracted with the utmost indifference. Men 
are to be found everywhere who consider that they cannot 
reduce their expenditure below a fixed sum, and with full 
notice that their income has become permanently diminished, 
obtain supplies upon credit so long as itis in their power to do 
so. Their conduct appears to us to be morally the same as 
obtaining goods upon false pretences, and we are rather sur- 
prised to find that the Bankruptcy Courts have held that, in 
order to subject a bankrupt to the statutory penalties as having 
contracted debts without reasonable expectation of being able 
to pay the same, it must be shewn that there are particular 
subsisting debts which, at the time when they were contracted, 
he could not reasonably have expected to be able to pay, and it 
is not enough to shew that he contracted in the aggregate a 
greater amount of debts than he could reasonably expect to 
pay. This decision really allows a debtor to systematically 
live beyond his income by paying his debts in the reverse order 
of date and leaving the earlier debts unpaid, 


Employment of Lawyers in Mercantile Offices. 


Ir 1s said to be the practice of many of the large American 
business firms to arrange that there shall be a lawyer on their 
premises—acting either as partner or as a salaried clerk—in 
order that they may, without loss of time, consult him 
before entering into contracts of more than usual importance or 
upon any matter which is involved in doubt or difficulty. This 
practice is, we believe, not unknown in this country. The late 
Baron Grant was said, during the most successful period of his 
career, to have employed a young solicitor to act as his secretary 
or clerk and to advise him at different stages of his negotiations 
and correspondence. We have even heard of solicitors, practising 
in the City, complaining of the delay and loss of time in obtain- 
ing the opinion of counsel, and asking why counsel cannot 
remove to chambers in the City. The telephone may to some extent 
remove this difficulty, though an opinion by telephone would 
lack something of the care and deliberation bestowed on opinions 
written in a quiet room. 








Mr. John Atkinson, the Irish Attorney-General, who has been appointed 
to a Lordship of Appeal in Ordinary, has, says the Westminster Gazette, 
filled the post of Attorney-General for Ireland for a longer period than 
any other occupant of that office since 1834, when it became the practice 
for an Irish Attorney-General to accept a puisne judgeship. Mr. Atkin 
son has had the refusal of no fewer than six puisne judgeships, and his 
present promotion is said to be due to his having refrained to press his 
claims in 1897 for a vacancy in the Irish Court of Appeal. 


No fewer than nine ex-judges can, says the Wes‘minster Gazette, now be 
counted—a number unprecedently large. ‘Ihey are Lord Field, Sir Edward 
Fry, Lord Brampton, dir Ford North, Sir Arthur Charles, Sir John De 


Sir Gainsford Bruce, Lord Lindley, and Sir Alfred Wills. All except 


Arthur Charles served the fifteen years that entitle a judge to a retiring 
allowance, Lord Lindley might have retired fifteen years ago on a pension 
of £3,500 @ year. All these years, therefore, he has practically been giving 


bis services to the country in some of the most important judicial posts— 


those of Lord Justice, Master of the Rolls, and Law Lord—for little moré 
than the salary of a county court judge. A 
attainments as a judge, the country would have been £52,500 the pooret 


rt from the loss of his 





deed citclosed the existence of an underground watercourse. 


if he had yetired fifteen years ago, 
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A Question as to Assurances under 
the Land Transfer Acts, 1875 


and 1897. 

The Problem Stated—The question whether a registered 
transfer or mortgage ought to be accompanied by an unregistered 
assurance constantly occurs. It isa question of great importance, 
and, so far as we are aware, it has not been discussed in the 
text-books. The published collections of precedents generally 
assume that in proper cases an unregistered assurance will be 
used as well as a registered assurance, but they do not state 
what the proper cases are. 

Preliminary Remarks.—There is an inaccuracy, and even an 
ambiguity, in the user of the phrases “registered transfer,” 
“registered charge,” or “ registered assurance.” A transfer or 
charge is not registered, but the person named in the transfer 
or charge is registered as proprietor of the land or e. It 
may also be remarked that as a transfer is made by deed, it 
operates as an unregistered assurance under the 49th section of 
the Act of 1875 until the proprietor is registered. It has been 
suggested by the Registrar, in his useful treatise on the Land 
Transfer Acts, that to avoid ambiguity a transfer or charge 
when perfected by registration should be called a statutory 
transfer or charge, or a statutory assurance, and it appears that 
this suggestion ought to be generally adopted. 

Recitals.—Recitals are not necessary parts of a deed, but it 
often happens that a deed is not intelligible without them; in 
other cases they are useful because (1) a recital in adeed twenty 
years old at the date of a contract for the sale of land is, unless 
the contrary be proved, sufficient evidence of the truth of the 
matters stated in the recital (Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, 
s. 2); and (2) on account of the estoppel created by the recital, 
which prevents a party to a deed from denying the truth of the 
recital in any action founded on the deed. The reader 
may object that, as a transferee for value under a statu- 
tory assurance obtains the fee simple free from all equities, 
he requires no evidence of facts prior to the date of the transfer, 
and that he will not find it necessary to rely on the doctrine of 
estoppel. It need hardly be said that this reasoning will not 
apply to the case of a statutory assurance of land registered with 
a possessory title, where it may be proper to get some person 
other than the registered proprietor to concur in an unregistered 
assurance for the purpose of getting in or releasing an 
estate existing or capable of arising at first registration. 
e instances, even 
where the land is registered with absolute title, recitals, if not 
absolutely necessary, are very convenient. Suppose that A. is 
seised in fee simple of unregistered land, and that he is really 
a trustee, without power of sale, for B. in fee simple. If A. 
conveys the land for value to C., who has not notice of the trust, 
C. takes the land free from the trust; but suppose that C. has 
notice of the trust, then the question whether he takes the land 
free from the trust or not depends upon whether B. acquiesces 
in the sale or not. If B. acquiesces, strictly speaking, all 
that is necessary for ©.’s safety is for him to preserve evidence 
of the facts; but the proper course—the course which is always 
adopted in practice—is to make B. a party to the conveyance, 
which will contain recitals shewing that A. is a trustee for B., 
that B. concurs in the sale, and B, will be made to convey by 
way of confirmation. If B. does not acquiesce, he will be able 
to have the deed set aside on the ground of the fraud of A. in 
selling land which does not belong to him, and of O. in 
purchasing land without the consent of the owner. If A. 
18 registered as proprietor of ‘the land with absolute title, 
and conveys for value to C., who knows that the conveyance is 
fraudulent, B. will be able to have the transfer set aside and to 
have the register rectified. If, however, the transfer is made 
with B.’s acquiescence, it will be necessary for O. to preserve 
évidence that this is the case. The proper recitals, it is 
assumed, caunot be inserted in the transfer, and, therefore, it 
will be proper to accompany the statutory transfer with an un- 
registered assurance in which the true state of the facts is recited. 
It may also be pointed out that the mere fact that B. joins as a 
consenting party will not in all cases be sufficient; it may be 


necessary for the purchaser’s safety to have, and to preserve, 
evidence that B. was advised by an independent solicitor and 
had separate advice as to the value of the interest conveyed by 
him. In practice the most convenient method, in both of 
these cases, of preserving the evidence is to insert appropriate 
recitals in the conveyance. 

The result at which we arrive is that in all cases where it is 
necessary or convenient to retain evidence of the circumstances 
of the parties at the time of making the transfer, the proper 
plan is to accompany the transfer by an unregistered assurance 
containing the appropriate recitals. 

Easements and Restrictive Conditions.—The fact that A. is rezis- 
tered, even with abselute title, as proprietor of land, does not confer 
on him the right to grant an easement over it or to subject it to 
restrictive conditions, for it must be remembered that, even if he 
is registered with absolute title, he may be merely a trustee, or 
he may have conveyed his legal estate away by an assurance 
other than a statutory assurance; in the former case he cannot, 
in the absence of an express power, and in the latter case he, in 
many cases, cannot grant an easement over, or impose restric‘ 
tive conditions upon, the land. If, therefore, he wishes to do either 
of these things he must prove his title to the land or to the 
exercise of the power, and the purchaser of the easement, or the 
person entitled to the benefit of the restrictive conditions, must 
preserve evidence of that title, and, for the reason above stated, 
the most convenient method of doing so is by inserting recitals 
in a non-statutory deed. 

We are aware that the Registrar will allow a registered pro- 
prietor, on the transfer of part of his land, to insert the grant 
of an easement over the land retained in the statutory transfer. 
But it cannot be too strongly insisted on that this grant has not 
statutory efficacy, and that it can only operate asa grant by « 
non-statutory assurance—i.e¢., by the transfer—not by the 
statutory assurance effected by the registration of the transfer. 
In cases of this nature, therefore, it is proper to grant the ease- 
ment, or to effect the restrictive covenants, by an unregistered 
assurance containing recitals which shew the title of the 
registered proprietor to grant the easement. 

Instruments containing Covenants.—Probably the Registrar 
would decline to accept a transfer containing a mere personal cove- 
nant, such as a covenant to build a house or to maintain a fence, 
It will be observed that, asthe burden of covenants of this nature 
does not bind the land, there appears to be no object in entering 
them on the register. As, however, the benefit of covenants of 
this nature can be annexed to land, it may be a question whether 
the Registrar would not allow such covenants to be inserted 
in a transfer of the land which is to reap the benefit of 
them. ‘There is, however, a very serious difficulty arising 
with respect not only to personal, but also to negative 
or restrictive, covenants. The covenantee may require pro- 
duction of the instrument containing the covenant. If it is 
deposited in the registry, the question whether he can obtain 
production, except under an order of court, is one on which, in 
the absence of judicial decision, it is impossible to give a 
decided opinion. The rules as to inspection of entries on the 
register and instruments filed or deposited in the register are 
stated in the Land Transfer Act, 1875, s. 104, the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897, s. 22 (7), and the Land Transfer Rules, 284, 285, 
286, and 287. The rules are discussed in Brickdale and 
Sheldon’s Land Transfer Acts (2nd ed.), at p. 462, where the 
learned author, who as Registrar writes with authority, states 
that leave to inspect the register has been refused to a person 
claiming the right to enforce a restrictive covenant, and that 
inspection of documents not expressly referred to on the register 
is only permitted for special reason to the registered — 
or a person expressly authorized by him in that behalf, and 
that documents referred to in cancelled entries are deemed not 
to be referred to in the register. 

Now let us consider the common case of the sale of a plot 
forming part of a building estate, where the purchaser 
covenants to fence and keep fenced his lot, and to use any house 

erected on the lot as a private dwelling-house only, and the 
vendor covenants to make roads and that certain plots shall not 
be used for the sale of liquor, In practice, if the land were 
not registered, the conveyance would be executed in duplicate, 








so that each party would have an instrument which he could 
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produce if he wished to enforce the covenants. If the land is 
registered, there is the question already referred to, Can the 
covenant to fence and keep fenced be inserted in the transfer? 
Assuming, however, that this can be done, it is difficult 
to see how the vendor can obtain inspection of the transfer 
for the purpose of enforcing the covenant. No doubt, the 
covenant to use the house as a private dwelling-house only 
can be entered as a restriction on the register. But, again, the 
question arises, how is the vendor or a person claiming under 
him to obtain inspection of the register? and if he does obtain 
inspection, the mere entry on the register appears not to be 
conclusive evidence in his favour. The registered proprietor 
for the time being of the land appearing. by the register to be 
affected by restrictive conditions may object that the land is 
not really bound by them, on the ground that the person who 
purported to bind the land had no power to do so. 

The practical conclusion at which we arrive is that, in every 
case where the purchaser or vendor of land enters into covenants 
with the other of them, it is absolutely necessary to have a deed 
containing the covenants, which is not to be left at the registry, 
and in most cases the most convenient form of such deed will be 
a conveyance in the same form as if the land were not 
registered. H. W. E. 


The Position of Receivers in 
Debenture-holders’ Actions. 


Tue case of Re Glasdir Copper Mines (Limited) ( Times, 1st inst.) 
has given occasion for the reconsideration by the Court of 
Appeal of the right of a receiver and manager appointed in a 
debenture-holders’ action to be paid his expenses in priority to 
the clsims of the debenture-holders. As regards outside creditors 
—that is, creditors who are not parties to the action and for 
whose benefit the order in the action is not made—the receiver 
stands in the position of principal, and he is liable to repay 
rsonally debts which he has incurred, unless personal liability 
bes been excluded when the debt was contracted. In this 
respect a receiver appointed by the court differs from 
a@ receiver appointed by the debenture-holders under a 
power in the debenture trust deed. If the trust deed 
stipulates that the receiver is to be the agent for the company, 
then the company is in the position of a known principal, 
and the receiver cannot be charged with personal liability as 
an agent: Owen v. Cronk (1895, 1 Q. B. 265); Gosling v. 
Gaskell (46 W. R. 208; 1897, A. OC. 575). And the result is 
the same as regards the receiver where this provision is omitted, 
though in that case his principals are changed, and it is the 
debenture-holders who are liable: Re Vimbos (Limited) (48 
- W. R. 520; 1900, 1 Ch. 470), Robinson Printing Co. v. Chic 
(Limited) (53 W. R. 681; 1905, 2 Ch. 123). But where the 
receiver is appointed by the court, he has no principal, 
since the court cannot undertake liability, and unless he excludes 
his own liability when he contracts debts, he becomes personally 
bound to creditors, though he is entitled to indemnity against 
the company’s assets. ‘“‘ When a receiver is appointed by the 
court to carry on a business, he accepts the appointment on the 
terms that he will be personally responsible to the creditors of 
the business, whilst he will be indemnified out of the estate. 
The court cannot carry on the business itself, nor can it 
be responsible to the creditors”: per Riony, L.J., in Owen vy. 
Cronk (supra) ; Burt, Boulton, § Hayward y. Bull (43 W. R. 180; 
1895, 1 Q. B. 276). 

The law is settled, therefore, as regards outside creditors, but 
it frequently happens that, in the course of realizing the assets 
comprised in the debentures, advances are made by the deben- 
ture-holders themselves, or other persons interested in the 
realization, and then the question arises whether such advances 
are to be repaid cut of the assets in preference to the remunera- 
tion and expenses of the receiver. In Strapp v. Bull (43 W. R. 
641; 1895, 2 Ch. 1) receivers and managers were appointed ina 
debenture-holders’ action, and orders were made empowering 
them to raise £5,000 as a charge on the assets of the company 
in priority to the debentures. Subsequently a winding-u 
petition was presented, and a consent order was made under whic 








L.J.—entitled the plaintiffs as lenders to be paid first out of the 
sum realized by the sale of the property charged, subject only 
to the payment of the costs of realization. 
Justice 


on all the assets in priority to all the debentures. It wa 
provided that second debentures should be issued ty 
unsecured creditors, and that the unsecured creditors 
advance two-thirds of the £5,000, and that the plaintiff 
held most of the first debentures, should advance the remaj 
The receivers completed certain pending building contracty 
incurred liabilities in respect of which they were personally mg 
and they applied in the debenture-holders’ action for a decla,! 
tion that they were entitled to a charge on the assets for 
sum due to them as receivers and managers, and for an ing 
nity in respect of liabilities incurred by them, in priority to4 
sum of £5,000 and to the first and second debentures. Vavony 
Wis, J., refused to make this order upon the ground thy 
the persons who advanced the £5,000 were, in respect of 
advance, in the position of strangers. But his decision 
reversed by the Court of Appeal. The second debentuy 
holders were, as Lord LsBURY pointed out, 
brought into the condition of being debenture-holdg 
at all by the arrangement for the advance of £5,0% 
and it was hopeless to contend that they could be regarded y 
one time as bankers advancing money, in which case they woul 
be entitled to be repaid without reference to what the result ¢ 
carrying on the business might be, and at another as secon{ 
debenture-holders who must be postponed to the prior charge, 
“Tt was,” he said, ‘‘necessarily implied in that arrangement 
that those who, for the benefit of all concerned, and not merely 
of themselves, were entering into this arrangement, and wen 
carrying it on to its completion, so that there should be a 
ultimate resulting fund capable of being divided, should then. 
selves be indemnified for the things they were doing—namdly, 
carrying on the contracts.” And Linptey, L.J., after observing 
that the receivers and managers were such on behalf of every. 
body interested in the success of the company, said: ‘‘ If we ong 
get to that, and if we once get the persons who advanced thesumot 
£5,000 out of the category of strangers having rights prior to 
to the debenture-holders and prior to the receivers and man 

it is obvious that the receivers and managers must be entitled to 
their indemnity and to their costs, charges, and expenses, which 
they are prima facie entitled to.” 

In Strapp v. Bull (supra) the receivers entered into no written 
contract with the persons who advanced the £5,000, and the 
rights of the parties had to be determined solely upon the terms 
of the orders under which the money wasadvanced. But in the 
present case of Re Glasdir Copper Mines (supra) the receiver 
entered into contracts with the lenders, and it was contended 
that these excluded his right of priority. The action was 
brought by the English Electro Metallurgical Co. (Limited) 
on behalf of themselves and the other debenture-holdes 
of the Glasdir Copper Mines (Limited), and by an order 
of February, 1901, Nicnotson was appointed receiver and 
manager. Various orders were made authorizing him to borrow 
money upon a first charge of the property, and these moneys 
were advanced by the plaintiffs themselves. Formal charges by 
deed were executed to them by the receiver upon the occasion 
of the advances, and they were expressed to be first charges 
upon the property comprised in the debentures, but it was ia 
each of them declared that the receiver should not be personally 
liable to repay the advances out of his own moneys, ‘he assets 
were realized, and ultimately there were not sufficient moneys in 
the receiver’s hands, after paying expenses of management, to 
satisfy the moneys advanced under the orders. The question 
consequently arose whether the receiver was entitled to pay 
himself his expenses in priority to these advances, and Joycz, J, 
held, upon the authority of Strapp v. Bull (supra), that he was. 
Apparently the ground upon which it was sought to di 
tinguish the case from Strapp v. Bull was that, since the contracts 
with the receiver expressly gave the  ponpeer a first charge on 
the assets, the receiver was noteentitled to put his expenses ia 




































front of such charge; that the first charge—as the argument 


was expressed in the Court of Appeal by VAavuanan WILLIAMS, 


The learned Lord 
mitted that while, as between the receiver and the 





the petition was postponed and the £5,000 was to be a first charge 





debenture-holders, there was a strong presumption that every 
contract properly entered into by a receiver appointed 
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by the court was entered into on the basis that the] with the precedent of a mining lease, though a note is there added that 
& paragraphed form is “sometimes convenient.” The lease of a cov 


receiver was entitled to be indemnified out of the 
assets before the debenture-holders took anything, yet this 
presumption was liable to be rebutted ; and it would be rebutted 
if the contract between the receiver and the debenture-holder 
who advanced money for the purpose of the management and 

reservation of the estate contained an express or implied term 
that the receiver would postpone his right of indemnity to the 
right of the lender. Vavuenan Wi11aMs, L.J., held, however, 
that the form of the successive charges taken by the plaintiff, 
each of which enumerated the prior charges, had not the 
eftect of impliedly postponing the receiver's right to indemnity. 

The same view was taken by Srrrtmve and Cozens-Harpy, 
LJJ. Srrewine, L.J., said that Strapp v. Bull was an authority 
for the proposition that, where advances are made to a receiver 
and manager by a party to a debenture-holders’ action under an 
order of court which directs that the sums advanced shall be a 
first charge on the assets in priority to the debenture-holders, 
the receiver and manager is nevertheless entitled to take his costs 
and expenses properly incurred out of the assets in priority to 
the sums advanced, if it appears that the true bargain was that 
the assets should be realized by the receiver and manager for the 
benefit of all concerned; and similarly in the present 
case the proper course was to ascertain whether the 
orders and the charges in the plaintiffs’ favour were or were not 
made and given on the basis that the assets should be realized by 
the receiver for the benefit of all concerned. He held that they 
were so made, and consequently that the receiver was entitled to 
indemnity out of the assets in priority to the debenture-holders 
for whose benefit he was acting. Cozsns-Harpy, L J., observed 
that it might well be held that, when the court has taken the 
administration of an undertaking into. its own hands by the 
appointment of a manager, and a person advances money on a 
charge on the undertaking without the personal liability of the 
receiver, such person could not deprive the officer of the court 
of his proper demand for work done and services rendered in the 
course of the carrying on and winding up of the business. And 
though, having regard to Strapp v. Bull, he was not at 
liberty to say that there was no difference between the position 
of a stranger and of the plaintiffs, yet the court would not 
lightly assume that the receiver's claim to indemnity had been 
defeated. Such claim might be waived or postponed by express 
language, but in the present case the charges given by the 
receiver were merely intended to give effect to the orders of the 
court, and these did not negative the receiver's promd facie right. 
Smeuine, L.J., suggested that in future such orders should ex- 
pressly state whether the charge was to be subjétt to or free from 
the receiver’s claim, but we take it the receiver would not be 
& party to raising money at all unless his remuneration and 
expenses were to remain a first charge. 








Reviews. 


Conveyancing. 


Concise PRECEDENTS IN CONVEYANCING, WITH PRacTICAL Norss 
AND WITH OBSERVATIONS ON Some Acts RELATING TO REAL AND 
PERSONAL PROPERTY, AND ON CoMPULSORY REGISTRATION. By M. G. 
Davipson and 8. Wapsworrs, Barristers-at-Law. EIGHT£ZENTH 
Epirion. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Not the least important parts of this book are the preliminary 
observations on various conveyancing statutes, including the Real 
Property Act, 1845, and the copious notes on conveyancing matters 
which are appended to the green The text also of the Con- 
ns and Settled Land Acts, and some other statutes, and 

erences to the leading authorities, are given in the Appendix, and 
all this matter has in general been brought up to date, so that, apart 
from the precedents, the work forms a useful guide in conveyancing 
matters. T’he precedents, as the title of the work indicates, study 
conciseness, and the present edition includes forms suitable for use in 
connection with registered land. Thus there are precedents of deeds 
to accompany registered transfers by way of mort and registered 

In some respects the book would bear further alteration. At 
p. 17 there are to be found references to the cases decided on section 23 
of the Bankruptey Act, 1869 (disclaimer of leases), as though that 
section were still operative, and most of the p enta run on con- 
“nuously without any attempt at paragraphing. This is the case even 





from year to year imposes on the tenant the obligation to pay “all 

rates, taxes, and outgoings,” an obligation which, as recent caces shew, 

is most unfair in the case of short tenancies, But in general, as we 

have said, the work has been well revised, and the great variety of 

— included in a small compass makes it a convenient help to the 
tsman. 





Books of the Week. 
A Practical Guide to the Death Daties and to the Preparation of 
Death Duty Accounts. By CHarigs Beatry, Solicitor, of the 
Estate Duty Office, Somerset House. Effingham Wilson. 








Correspondence. 


The Danger of Registered Possessory Titles. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I have read, with much interest, the very recent case of 
Marshall v. Robertson, reported in your current number, and your 
admirable article upon it. 

I have long thought that a possessory title was a delusion and a snare ; 
but the case in question brings home to one that, under the Land 
Transfer Acts, it is ible for a man to become the ostensible owner 
of property to which he has not in reality a vestige of title The 
criminal has only to forge a conveyance to property, carry it in to the 
Registry, and the polite officials there will arm him with a document, 
genuine enough, but of really less worth than waste paper, upon which 
he can borrow money from an ting layman. 

The other day I saw a certificate of title to freehold ground-rents 

registered with a possessory title. Not a word or hint or suggestion 
was contained in it that the property was burdened by long leases, 
What is there to prevent the owner from borrowing upon the footing 
that he is entitled to the rack-rents? True, the purchase-money is 
disclosed, but a rogue would explain that by saying it was a purely 
family matter, or by arging some equally specious excuse. 
The one crumb of comfort is the fact that a layman has learnt, by 
losing his money, what a curse the em can be; and we shall soon 
have a sufficient body of judicial condemnation to form a counterblast 
which we can send round to our clients. A full report of Marshall v. 
Robertson should be supplied to every London solicitor, with a request 
to forward it to his clients. H. H. Srocxpace Ross. 


Worthing, Dec. 2, 1905. 





The Assault on Mr. Addison. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—I have no doubt many of your readers will be glad to know 
that for the assault upon me near Vitanau, on the shore of Lake 
Lucerne, on the 7th of October last, Ernst Walter was on Saturday 
last sentenced by the Criminal Court of Lucerne to twelve years’ 
penal servitude. I have practically completely recovered from the 
effects of the attack. J. ADDISON. 

2, Bond-court, Walbrook, London, E.C., Dee. 5. 








Mr. N. de M. Bentwich, of Trinity College, Cambridge, has been 
awarded the first Whewell Scholarship for International Law. 

Mr. Justice Wills, who has just retired, held, says the Evening Standard, 
strong opinions on the subject of affidavits. He was once trying a case in 
which a man had been cross-examined upon an affidavit. Summing up 
the evidence to the jury, the judge said: ‘‘ Gentlemen, of all the weapons 
in theiwhole armoury of iniquity, there is nothing to equal an affidavit for 
concealing the truth.’ 

Lord Adam has resigned his appointment as Senator of the College of 
Justice in Scotland, and Mr. ©. K. MacKenzie, K.C., Sheriff of the 
counties of Fife and Kinross, has been appointed a Senator of the College 
of Justice in Scotland, in his room ; Mr. R. T. Younger, K.C., has 
been appointed Sheriff of the Counties of Fife and Kinross, in the room 
of Mr ©, K. MacKenzie, K.C. 

On the 30th ult., says the Zimes, the Lord Justice Clerk fainted while 

residing over the Second Division of the Court of Session in Edinburgh. 


fis lordship was rising to apologize to his brother judges for having to 
leave his place throug indisposition, when he suddenly fell backwards. 


respondent in a Welsh divorce suit, who was under 
ord Salvesen’s court, was summoned from the witness- 
box to the judge's assistance, ther with a nurse who was also a witness 
in the case. e Lord Justice Clerk recovered iu a few minutes, but did 
not return to the bench, and he was afterwards attended by Professor Sir 
Henry Littlejohn, who had been sent for. In the afternoon the Lord 


Dr. Livingstone, 
examination in I 


Justice Clerk had sufficiently recovered to proceed home, and no farther 
bad effects are anticipated. 
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Cases of the Week. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re GOSSELIN. GOSSELIN v. GOSSELIN, Farwell, J. 2Ist Nov. 


Wuu—Drmecrion to Re-serrte HereprraMents or Wuicn Benericrary 
was Tenant rx Tart—Moneys Derivep From Lanp Hetp To BE 
HeEREDITAMENTS. 


Adjourned summons. By his will dated the 20th of April, 1899, Sir 
Martin Gosselin devised his real estate to his trustees upon trust to hold 
the same until his eldest son should attain twenty-five, and gave such 
son, on attaining twenty-five, a life estate with remainders to his children 
in tail, and the testator directed that his residuary personal estate should 
be invested in land and settled upon the same trusts as he had directed 
concerning his real estate. The testator also, in exercise of the provisions 
of his father’s will, appointed the residue of his father’s personal estate to 
such son of his as should first attain twenty-one. Further there was a 
proviso in the will that the estate for life limited and the appointment 
made as aforesaid should be conditional upon such son ‘‘ within twelve 
months after I shall die or he shall attain the age of twenty-one years’’ 
resettling the appointed residue of the personal estate of the 
testator’s father and also conditional upon his enlarging ‘the 
estate in tail to which he is entitled under the will of my late 
father in all the hereditaments devised by that will or then subject 
to the limitations thereof,’ and resettling upon the trusts of the 
testator’s will. In default of the son obeying the conditions imposed, all 
interest in the testator’s estate was to pass to other persons. The testator died 
in February last leaving ason, Mr. Alwyn Gosselin, in histwenty-third year. 
The value of the testator’s real estate and residuary personalty was sworn 
at £17,000 and was subject to an annuity of £500 to the testator’s widow 
for life by virtue of a deed of covenant of 1880. The real estate subject to 
the limitations of the will of the testator’s father, Mr. M. H. Gosselin was, 
as to part of it represented by securities of the value of £37,000 arising 
from the sale of lands and held under the provisions of the testator’s 
father’s will upon trust for reinvestment in land. The main question 
raised by this summons was whether, in order to obtain the life interest 
limited to him by the will of the testator, his father, Mr. Alwyn Gosselin, 
the eldest son of the testator and the plaintiff in this summons, was bound 
to resettle the securities representing proceeds of sale of real estate of his 
grandfather or whether it was only necessary to resettle the actual 
lands of which he was tenant in tail under that will. For 
the defendants, the trustees of the will of Sir Martin Gosselin and the 
beneficiaries other than the plaintiff thereunder, it was argued that the 
moneys representing proceeds of sale must be settled. Not having been 
changed from their notional condition of land held upon the trusts of the 
settlement into personal estate, these moneys were still ‘‘ hereditaments 
devised ’’ by the will of the grandfather, Mr. H. Gosselin. In Basset v. 
St. Levan (43 W. R. 165) it had been decided that the words ‘‘all other 
estates or hereditaments subject to the trusts’’ included proceeds of real 
estate held upon the trusts of a settlement, in spite of a quere as to 
whether it was possible in a will to construe the word ‘‘ hereditaments ”’ 
as a word of art. Further, in Re The Duke of Cleveland’s Settled 
Estates (1893, 3 Ch. 244) it was laid down that settled money 
held upon trust to invest in land passed under a devise of land. 
On behalf of the plaintiff, Mr. Alwyn Gosselin, it was contended that he 
was not bound to settle the unexpended capital moneys resulting from the 
sale of real estate held upon the trusts of his grandfather’s will in order 
to comply with the conditions of his father’s bequest; subject to dis- 
entailing, the plaintiff was absolutely entitled to these moneys, and that, 
therefore, they did not come within the meaning of ‘‘ hereditaments 
devised by that will or then subject to the limitations thereof.”” This was 
a case which came within the decision in Chandler v. Pocock (28 W. R. 806, 
15 Ch. D. 491), where moneys, held upon trust to invest in real estate 
subject to the consent of a tenant for life and over which she had a power 
of appointment by will, were held to pass under a gift of residuary 
personalty in the will of the tenant for life. 

Farwe1t, J., in giving judgment, said that in his opinion the moneys 
held upon trust for investment in land under the will of the grandfather 
of the plaintiff must, upon the construction of the will of Sir Martin 
Gosselin, be settled by the plaintiff in order to comply with the terms of 
that will. The right thing to do was to take the date of the testator’s 
death and see how the property then stood. The word used in the will to 
shew what must be settled was ‘‘ hereditaments,” that is, something to be 
inherited. Money held upon trust for investment in land is capable of 

inherited and is therefore a hereditament. The learned judge said 
that he derived great assistance from the case of The Duke of Cleveland’s 
Settled Estates (supra) where Lindley, L.J., had said that money which a 
testator had not got into his own hands and which he had no right to 
have in his own hands, and which was held upon trust for investment in 
land was to be treated as real estate. In this case the plaintiff was a 
tenant in tail who had not disentailed, and until he did so the money was 
not in hishands. As for the case of Basset v. St. Levan (43 W. R. 165), 
the judge there did not put the meaning on hereditaments that he himeelf 
did, but so far as one will guides another this decision came within that 
case.—Counser, T. T. Metho'd; W.A, Iussell; Brabant. Soxscrrons, 
Meynell & Pemberton. 
[Beported by C. H. Canvex Noan, ¥sq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


HERVEY v. WYNN. Swinfen Eady, J. 23rd and 24th Nov. 


enforce against the defendant a mortgage dated the 7th of July, 1875, fy 
securing £4,000 and interest, and also two deeds of further charge, one 
them being dated the 25th of March, 1879, and the other the 24th of A 
1880, respectively for securing sums of £300 and £700. The parties to tly 
deeds were in each case the defendant of the one part and the testator of the 
other part. The only defence raised was the Statute of Limitations, and th 
question before the court was, to what extent, if at all, the remedies of thy 
plaintiff were barred under that statute. No interest had ever been paig 
upon the mortgage although receipts for interest had been given from th 
year 1875 to the year 1879, and the mortgagor, who was a son-in-lap 
of the mortgagee, considered that it was never intended that interest shoul 
be paid. With the exception of a deed of grant of an easement dated the 
26th of May, 1882, to which the mortgagor and mortgagee were parties, and 
in which they were so described, no acknowledgment of the debt hag 
ever been made, unless a statutory declaration made by the defendant 
in 1899 could be considered as amounting to an acknowledgment. This 
statutory declaration had been .laid before the Master in Lunaey 
on the hearing of a summons in lunacy issued by the daughter 
of the mortgagee, who had become of unsound mind. It did no 
appear from the order made by the master that the statutory declaratioy 
had been read at the hearing of the summons, but evidence was given by 
the solicitor who was present at that hearing to the effect that it bad ip 
fact been read. The declaration was dated the 28th of December, 1899, 
and in it the defendant declared as follows: **(3) On the occa 
sion of the first loan of £4,000 the said Alfred Peek stated that he 
would not charge me with any interest, although the mortgage deed 


would be drawn out in the usual way, this being, he sai 
for his protection. The two subsequent loans of £300 and 
£700 respectively were made with a similar understanding. (4) At first 


the said Alfred Peek was in the habit of sending to me each half year 4 
receipted account for the interest due. The last of such receipted accounts 
bears date the 7th of July, 1879. (5) I have never paid any interest 
to the said Alfred Peek in respect of any of the said loans, 
nor has he in any way asked me to do so.” For the plaintiff it was 
argued that the statutory declaration precluded the defence based 
upon the Statute of Limitations, and that it was a _ clear 
acknowledgment given to persons representing the mortgagee, 
For the defendant it was argued that no acknowledgment could revive the 
rights of the mortgagee under the mortgage after the statutory period had 
once run; and, further, that in any case the statutory declaration did not 
constitute an acknowledgment. 


Swrvren Eapy, J. (after first stating the facts): In this case two ques 
tions arise—firstly, is the statutory declaration of 1889 an acknowledgment 
within section 8 of the Real Property Limitation Act, 1874? Secondly, if so, 
was it given ‘‘ to the person entitled thereto or his agent ’’ within the same 
section? In my opinion the statutory declaration was not sufficient to 
take the debt out of the statute, nor do I think it was intended to have 
that effect. Moreover, the declaration appears to have been given to the 
daughters of the mortgagee and not to him or his agent. But even if 
it was an acknowledgment, there is the further point that it was given ata 
date when the debt had wholly disappeared, and it is clear, from Sutton v. 
Sutton (31 W. R. 369; 22 Ch. D. 511) and subsequent cases, that section 
8 of the Act of 1874 applies not only to the remedy against the land, 
but also to the personal remedy upon the covenant, and, therefore, 
that where the title to the land is gone, the personal remedy upon 
the covenant is gone too. Then a separate question arises in connection 
with the two further charges. It has been said that the covenant 
was to pay on the receipt of notice as mentioned in the mortgage 
deed of 1875. The only notice there mentioned is notice of the intention 
of the mortgagee to exercise the power of sale after default had been made 
in payment of the mortgage money. The first deed of further charge 
recited the mortgage of the 7th of July, 1875, and that the date fixed for 
redemption had long since passed, so that at the time of taking this 
charge the mortgagee was entitled to give his notice. The deed of 
further charge contained a covenant by the mortgagor that he would, upon 
receipt of notice as mentioned in the mortgage of the Tih of July, 1875, 
pay to the mortgagee the £300 then advanced, with interest, and also 4 
declaration that ‘‘ the power of sale and other powers and provisions con- 
tained in the said hereinbefore recited indenture of mortgage for enforcing 
and securing payment of the principal moneys and interest thereby 
secured, shall as well extend and be applicable to and be a security for 
the said further sum of £300 and the interest thereon as fully and 
effectually in all respects as if the said last-mentioned sum and interest 
had been originally secured by the said indenture of mortgage or 
the said powers or provisions had been here repeated.”” The deed 
also contained a charge on the land itself. The result of that was 
that immediately upon the execution of that deed the mortgagee 
could have given notice of his intention to exercise the power of sale 
or could have taken proceedings to foreclose. When the deeds of 
further charge were executed, there existed, within the meaning of the 
statute, a ‘‘present right to receive’’ the mortgage moneys, ani 
the mo could have foreclosed or given notice of his intention 
to exercise his power of sale, As more than twelve years have elapsed 
the charge is gone. The covenant to pay on notice is merely a 
when once the title to the land is gone the right to recover the 
mortgage money is also gone. ‘I'he remedy to recover it is barred 
just as much as is the remedy against the land. ‘The action there- 
fore fails and must be dismissed with costs.—Counse:, Eve, K.0, and 





Moxrrtoace Dent — AckxowLepoment —Srarutrory Decranation — Rea. 
Prorenty Lamsration Act, 1874 (37 & 48 Vicr. c. 57). 


In this action the executor of the will of the late Alfred Peek sought to 


W. H. Cochran; Mickim,e K.O,, and A, de W. Mulligan.  SorrciToms, 
Sharpe, Parker, Pritchards, Barham, § Lawford, for Laces, Bird, Wlson, ¢ 


| Todd, Liverpool ; Smiles $ Co. 


[Reported by F,. Hanvinas Dasron, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
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High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
HUTTON v. RAS STEAMSHIP CO. Lord Alverstone,C.J. 4th Dec. 


Mercanmixe Law—Navat Court —Jurispiction—ConTaaBanp oF War— 
RervsaL ro Worx—Dismissat rrom Sarp—Mercnant Suarprine Act, 
1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 60), ss. 480 To 485, 225. 


This was an action, tried before the Lord Chief Justice, in which 
the plaintiff, formerly employed as a donkey-man on rd the 
steamship Ras Bera, sued to recover wages alleged to be due to 
him in respect to his employment on that steamer. The defendants set 
up as a defence that the plaintiff was dismissed his ship by the order of a 
naval court sitting under the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894. The follow- 
ing facts are taken from the written judgment of his lordship: The plain- 
tiff shipped at Barry under articles for a voyage for three years from Port 
Arthur vid Barry and (or) any ports within certain limits, which included 
Japan, avd back to a final port of discharge in the United Kingdom. The 
vessel loaded a cargo of coals at Barry and arrived at Port Arthur on the 
18th of January, 1904, during the siege, and the coals were there discharged. 
The vessel was at Port Arthur during a portion of the bombardment. She 
gotaway from Port Arthur on the llth of February, went in ballast to Mojji, 

a port on the west coast of Japan, from whence she proceeded to Hong Kong. 
At Hong Kong The Ras Bera was chartered by the Royal Mail Steamship 
Co. of Japan, on & voyage to carry cargo and passengers to all parts of the 
world except British North America and Magellan, including Japanese 
rts. The chaater provided that the steamer should fly at the mainmast 
Fead during her stay in port any private signal or home flag of the 
charterers. It was also provided by clause 28 of the charter-party that 
the charterers should not employ the steamer in the carrying of troops and 
contraband of war Under the charter she was to proceed to to Mojiand 
from Mojito Yokohama. The manifests for the two voyages before her 
arrival at Yokohama were put in, and it was alleged by the plaintiff that 
the steamer carried on these two voyages, among other things, rails and other 
railway material. By Russian proclamation published in the London 
Gazette of the Ist and 22nd of March, materials for the construction 
of railways were declared by Russia to be contraband of war. Upon 
the arrival at Yokohama, the plaintiff and others of the crew objected 
to continuing the voyage on the ground that the vesssel was carrying 
contraband of war, and declined to work until some arrangement was 
made that in the event of capture they would be indemnified and their 
wives and families compensated and cared for. While the question was 
under discussion the plaintiff and the others who objected declined to d 
any work, but, except in respect of such refusal it was not alleged that the 
refused to discharge their duty. Upon this question being raised by the 
men a naval court was held under sections 480 to 485 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, which court, after hearing the evidence of the plaintiff, 
the master, and other witnesses, decided that the plaintiff and others were 
guilty of continual neglect of duty without good and sufficient cause. The 
judgment further stated that the sailors’ plea that the carrying of con- 
traband vitiated the agreement was without force, the voyage remaining 
an ordinary commercial venture, any risk or responsibility that might be 
incurred being borne by the ship. The court further discharged the 
plaintiff and the other seamen from the steamship Ras Bera and forfeited 
their wages. Upon the evidence the learned judge would have held that 
railway materials were being shipped. 

Lord Atversronz, O.J., in the course of a written judgment, said : 
The main question in the case is not what was on beard, but whether, 
having regard to the provisions of section 483 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894, the plaintiff is entitled to maintain this action. It was con- 
tended on behalf of the defendants that they had not dismissed the 
seamen, that their discharge was the act of the court. It was contended 
on behalf of the plaintiff that the order of the naval court was bad and 
not binding upon the plaintiff, and that, therefore, his wages continued to 
run under the Merchant Shipping Act. It was made without jurisdiction, 
the offence in respect of which the men were charged being an offence 
under section 225 [i.e., general offences against discipline in ase ol 
which the section provides that a seaman may be summarily punished]. 
The Court was a British court, sitting by virtue of the authority 
of a British statute and administering British law. It summons 
the parties before it, and has jurisdiction to investigate any charges 
made under the sections of the Act which can be entertained by courts 
having summary jurisdiction ; this is clearly provided by section 483 (1) 
(}). But the powers of the court so far as punishment is concerned are 
hot confined to section 225 or earlier sections of the Act ; express power is 
given by section 483 (1) (c) to discharge seamen from the ship, and by 
section 483 (1) (@) the court has power to forfeit wages. These powers are 
M excess of those given by section 225. Section 483 (2) provides that all 
orders duly made by a court under the powers of that section shall in 
subsequent legal proceedings be conclusive of the rights of the parties. This 
Provision was required in order to give orders of the court the effect of 
judgments inter partes. The court was a new court created by statute, 
and but for this section some question might have arisen as to whether its 

ions were final and conclusive as acourtof record, The action must be 
dismissed with costs.—Counset, Robson, K.0., Wyse, and Morgan ; Batten, 

C., and Bailhache. Soxicrrors, John 7. Lewis ; Holman, Birdwood, § Co. 

[Reported by Mauniox N. Davoquen, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law. ~ 


NORTON AND OTHERS ». YATES. Warrington, J. 23rd and 27th Nov. 


Company—Drnenrunes—FLoatine Srecurntry—APprorntMent OF RECEIVER 
= Manacer—Jupoment Crrprron—Gannisure Oxper—Prioniry or 
ent To GauNnisnep Dent as Berween J upament Creprror AND Receiver, 


This was the trial of an interpleader issue to determine whether the 


action against a company was entitled to certain sums of money paid into 
court by various debtors of the company, as against a judgment creditor of 
the company who had obtained hee orders nst the debtors 
of the com é some ces garnishee orders nisi had 
been served upon the debtors of the company prior to, and in other 
instances subsequently to, the appointment of the receiver, but at the 
hearing the question was argued with regard tothe former only, as being 
more favourable to the jadgment creditor. The material facts were as 
follows :—On the 17th of January, 1905, the defendant Yates (referred to as 
‘the judgment creditor’) obtained judgment against Messrs. Walter 
Jones & Sons, Limited (referred toas ‘‘the company”) for the sum of 
£520, and on the same day garnishee orders nisi were served upon Messrs, 
Henry Tate & Sons, Limited, who owed the company the sum of £434, 
and also upon certain other debtors of the company. On the 19th of 
January, 1905 (two days after service of the garnishee orders nisi) an 
order was obtained in a debenture-holders’ action against the company 
for the appointment of the plaintiff Thomas Norton as receiver and manager 
for the debenture-holders, the fact that garnishee orders had been 
obtained by the judgment creditor being one of the "ipod upon which 
the application for the receiver was made. Upon the same day notice 
was given by the plaintiff Norton to the judgment creditor of his 
(Norton’s) appointment as receiver. On the 20th of January the garnishee 
order nisi against Messrs. Tate & Sons was made absolute, and on the 9th 
of February the sum owing to the company was paid by them into court 
pursuant to an order to that effect made in consequence of the alleged 
claim by the plaintiff Norton. On the Ist of March an order was made 
directing that an issue should be tried as to whether the receiver for the 
debenture-holders was ertitled to the money so paid into court as against 
the judgment creditor, By the conditions upon which the d-bentures were 
issued it was provided, inter alia, that the principal moneys should imme- 
diately become payable ifthe company should “‘ assign, charge . . . or 
otherwise deal with its book debts out of the ordinary course of business ”’ ; 
or if any of the property subject to the security should “‘ be taken in execution 
or otherwise by operation of law be taken out of the control of the company.’’ 
The debenture contained a proviso that the company should be “ at 
liberty in the course of its business, and for the purpose of carrying on the - 
same, to use, employ, sell, lease, exchange, or otherwise deal’’ with its 
property until the happening of certain (including theabove) events. 
Warrineoton, J., after stating the facts as above, delivered judgment 
as follows : One of the questions which arises in this case is as to what is 
the effect of a garnishee order. It is easier to say what its effect is not 
than what it is, and that question arose in Re Combined Weighing and 
Advertising Machine iCo. (38 W. R. 67; 43 Ch. D. 99), where the Court of 
Appeal held that the garnishor did not become a creditor of the garnishee, 
and that there was no transfer of the debt either absolute or by way of 
assignment, [His lordship referred to to the judgments of Bowen and 
Fry, L.JJ.] The dictum of James, L.J., in Ex parte Joselyne (26 W. R. 
645 ; 8 Ch. D. 327) to the effect that the property in the debt passes 
absolutely to the garnishor was not n to the judgment in that 
case and need not be taken literally, as was pointed out by Lord Alverstone, 
O.J., in Geisse v. Taykr (1905 2 K. B., at p. 663). That being so, 
the debt remains the property of the judgment debtor, and the 
right of the garnishor is subject to all the rights and equities 
which attached to it in the hands of the judgment debtor. 
This point has often been decided, and I need only refer here to Badeley v. 
Consolidated Bank (35 W. R. 136; 38 Ch. D. 238) and Re London Pressed 
Hinge Co. (Limited) (53 W. R. 632; 1905, 1 Ch. 576). Now, as to the 
nature of a debenture security, it is a floating charge capable of becoming 
a specific charge upon the happening of certain events prescribed by the 
terms of the debenture iteat, but it 1s a charge ‘ore those events 
happen. [His lordship referred to The Governments Stock and Other Securities 
Investment Co. v. The Manila Railway Co. (45 W. R. 353; 1897, A. C. 81), and 
the judgment of Romer, L.J., in Re Yorkshire Woolcombers’ Association, 
Limited (1903, 2 Ch., at p. 296)], and this is in fact the basis of the orders 
which are frequently made in the Chancery Division enforcing the security 
before the happening of the specific events. When, therefore, the receiver 
was appointed, the receiving order operated upon all the property of the 
company, and this debt was still the property of the company subject 
to the garnishor’s rights, the rights of the latter being subject to the 
debenture-holders’ rights. Robson v. Smith (43 W. R. 632; 1895, 2 Ch. 
118) is not really an authority to the contrary, because in the present case 
the property in the debt was not transferred to the garnishor, whilst in 
that case the garnishor had actually obtained payment from the garnishee, 
and the debenture-holders had not appoint-d a receiver, but had given 
notice to the debtors of the company to pay their debts to them. The 
defendant also argued that until a receiver was appointed the company 
was entitled to deal with its assets in the ordinary course, and that 
the obtaining of a garnishee order by the judgment creditor was a dealing 
in the ordinary course of business, or its equivalent. That contention is, I 
think, rebutted by the judgment of Lord Russell, C.J., in Davey v. 
Williamson (46 W. R. 571; 1898, 2 Q. B. 194). The result is that the 
receiver is entitled to the money paid into court by Mesars. Tate, and « 
fortiori to the moneys paid iuto court which fall under the other garnishee 
orders. There will therefore be j ent for the plaintiffs.—Covnse., 
Jenkins, K.C., and Leeke ; Gore- Browne, K.O., andi Disturnal ; Menisty, K.C., 
Edward Morten, and J. G@. Wood. Soutcrrons, Witty § Co. ; Flux, Leadbitter, 
§ Neighbour ; Sherlock § King. 
(Reported by E. Waveut. Rivers, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 

EXECUTORS OF 8. F. EDEN AND JOICEY & CO v. THE NORTH- 

EASTERN RAILWAY CO. Bigham, J. 28th Nov. 


Ratrway— Compensation ror Leavine Coat Unworxep Unper Ratuway— 
Basis or Compsnsation—Rartway Ciavses Consorrpation Act, 1845, s. 78. 





and manager appointed by the court in a debenture-holders’ 





This was an award in the form of a special case and raised a question 
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as to the basis of compensation payable by the railway company in respect 
of coal which the company in pursuance of its statutory power had required 
the plaintiffs to leave unworked. It appeared from the special case that 
the railway company in exercise of their powers under the North-Eastern 
Railway Co. Act, 1887, constructed a railway on certain lands leased by the 
claimants, the coal company, from S. F. Eden. On the 11th of August, 1872, 
the coal company gave notice that they intended to work the coal under or 
within the prescribed distance from three railway bridges in conformity with 
section 78 of the Railways Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, and the 
defendants by a notice required the coal company to leave unworked 
certain percentages of coal, paying compensation therefor. The 
unworked coal, hereinafter referred to as the reserved, coal amounted 
to 6,156 tons. If it had not been reserved it would have 
been worked and the coal company would have made out of the working 
of such coal a profit of £730, and the claimant 8. F. Eden would have 
received as rent in respect thereof £155. The reserved coal formed part of 
a certain seam called the Shield Row Seam. The average annual output 
of coal produced by the coal company out of the seam remained unaltered 
to May, 1904, but since that date the output had been substantially 
dimished. A diminution of output would have occurred even if this 
reserved coal had not been required by the defendants to be left 
unworked, but the effect of the leaving unworked the reserve coal had 
been to accelerate such diminution, and also where it became 
necessary for the coal company in the ordinary prosecution of 
their undertaking to work coal it was more expensive to get. It was 
almitted that the effect of such acceleration had been to subject 
the coal company to increased expense and loss and for the purposes of 
the case these were agreed at £100. There was left unworked in the 
Shield Row Seam a quantity of coal which the company would not have 
been able to exhaust in the ordinary course of their lease, which would 
expire on the Ist of January, 1907. The respondents contended that the 
coal company had only suffered loss to the extent of £100, and that this 
amount and no more was the compensation which the company were 
entitled in respect of the reserved coal. The coal company contended that 
they were entitled to receive the amount of money which they would have 
made by the working of the reserved coal—to wit. £750. As regards the 
claimants, the executors of S. F. Eden, it was contended that the 
measure of compensation was not the rent which 8S, D. Eden would 
have received in respect of the reserved coal if it had been worked, 
but the diminution in the value of his reversion at the date of the 2nd of 
November, 1892. It was admitted that if the contention of the coal com- 
pany were correct the executors of 8. F. Eden were entitled to £155, and 
that if the contention of the railway company were correct, the amount 
due to the executors was £310, and the arbitrator gave alternative awards 
in accordance with the different bases contended for. 

Bicuam, J.—The question turned here on the meaning to be given to 
some words in section 78 of the Railway Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845. 
That section provided that if the company was willing to make compensa- 
tion for such mines or any part thereof to the owner, lessee, or occupier, 
then he should not work aud get the same. In my opinion I have only 
to consider the actual value of the coal which the owner has been pre- 
cluded from working, and as that has been agreed at £750, I give judgment 
for that sum, and for the claimants, the executors, at £155.—Covnset, 
Russell, K.C., and W. D. Benson; Cripps, K.C., and Ryde. Soxicrrors, 
Rawle, Johnstone, § Co., for Cooper § Goodger, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; 
A. K. Butterworth, 

[Reported by Atay Hoaa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re GRANT, BULCRAIG, & CO. Farwell, J. 24th and 28th Nov. 


SoLicirok — TaxaTIon —ComMON ORDER—DISCRETION OF TAXING- 
MASTER—NO PowgRk TO ALLOW IMPROPER ITEM IN PLACE OF ITEM 
OMITTED—CLeRICAL Eakor—Deposit oN BANKRUPTCY PKTITION, 


Summons, This was a summons asking to set aside the decision of the 
taxipg-master on three items ins bill of costa taxed byhim. The circum- 
tances were as follows: Messrs. Grant, Bulcraig, & Co. scted as the 
solicitors for a Mr. Croft, and delivered three bills of costs for work done 
n various matters amounting to £110 3s, 8d.,£16 13s, 10d., and £7 14s, 6d. 
respectively. On the 8thof December, 1904, Mr Grant obtained acommon 
order under the Solicitors Act, 1843, to tax these three bills amounting in 
the whole to £134 12s., and the order contained the usual direction that 
if more than one-sixth was taxed off the amount of the bills, the solicitors 
were to pay the costs of the taxation, but if less than one-sixth were taxed 
off then Mr. Croft was to pay the costs of the texation. The sum taxed 
off by the taxing-master was £22 4s. 6d., and he certified that he had 
taxed and settled the bills at £111 7s. 6d., and that this sum, as he had 
dealt with the bills, entitled the solicitors to the coste of the taxation. 
This result waa arrived at by the texing-master by overruling three 
objections taken on behslf of Mr. Croft, any one of which, if allowed, 
would have entitled Mr. Croft to the costs of taxation. The first item 
objected to was one for “ 3s. 4d. for attending and drawing up orders and 
copies,” which was admittedly not chargeable, but was allowed to stand 
on the ground that the solicitors had omitted to enter an item in the same 
matter for 4s. 6d. for notice of application and copies to file and service 
which, if entered, would properly have been allowed on the taxation. 
The second decision objected to was in regard to an error of £1 in adding 
up the items of the bill of £7 14s. 6d., which should have totalled 
£6 14s. 6d. The taxing-master treated this as a clerical error 
and reduced the amount of the bill to the smaller sum as if 
before taxation. This, it was contended, he had no power to do, 
bat must tax the bill as delivered. The third objection was as to an 
item of £5 deposit psid on the presentation of a bankruptcy petition. 





This, it was argued, ought to have been entered by the solicitor in his oy) 
account, and not in his bill of costs, and should accordingly be taxed 
and carried over to the cash account. The master allowed the item 4 
stand as being a court fee, and, therefore, a payment made by the soligity, 
in pursuance of his professional duties which ought to be allowed in thy 
bill of costs as a professional expenditure. On the hearing of the summoy 
in court these points were all raised on behalf of the applicant, and it wy 
contended that on each one the decision of the taxing-master needed 
be revised by the Court. For the solicitors it was argued that the tay 
latter decisions were correct, and that the master had a discretion to alloy 
the first item challenged in place of the item left out, which won 
have been properly allowable. 

FARWELL, J., in a conridered judgment, said that in this case th 
taxing-master was proceeding under an order containing the usnal pr 
vision in accordance with the Solicitors Act, 1843, that if one-sixth wy 
taxed off the amount of the bills in question the solicitors were to pay 
the costs of taxation, and the costs would in the present case depend upo 
the disallowance of any one of the three items in dispute. Au unbrokey 
line of authorities since the passing of the.Act estab'ichei that, for the 
purpose of taxation under the Act and the costs thereof, the solicitor ij 
bound by the bill that he has delivered. Lord Langdale had said in th 
case of Re Carven (8 Beav, 436) that “if a solic.tor has delivered his bil] 
he is bound by it and the taxation must be on that bill ; he is not entitle 
as of course to reduce his demand or to reserve the power of deliverings 
bill containing other charges.” Another general rule recognized and 
approved by the Court of Appeal in R- Heather (18 W. R. 1079, 5 Ch, 
App. 694), and again in Re Thompson (34 W. R. 112, 30 Ch. D. 441) wa 
that expressed by Cotton, L.J., in the latter case at p. 448, where he says 
that when a solicitor sends in his bill he gives the client to whom he 
sends it a right to have that bill taxed, and that, even when the coliciton 
have, with the consent of the client, taken back the bill for reconsidera- 
tion, the bill to be taxed must be the bill as ic was originally sent in, 
and not the bill as amended. Again, the taxing-master had in this cae 
no power to strike out or add items, the order merely empowering him to 
tax and settle. To “tax” is to deal seriatim with each item by way of 
allowance or disallowance. To “settle” is finally to ascertain the amount 
recoverable. The only way in which the solicitors can add or strike ont 
items or increase amounts is by special application to the court, but such 
alteration would not be allowed to affect the costs of taxation of the 
original bill, being merely a method of preventing the solicitor from 
losing charges which he was entitled to make, but had overlooked, and in 
neither case would he be allowed to diminish the amount of his charger, 
The reason for this rule is that given by Cotton, L.J., that it was intended 
to prevent any attempt being made by solicitors to impose on clients 
ignorant of the proper charges by withdrawing a bill which would no 
stand taxation, and substituting another when taxation was insisted upon, 
The solicitor is treated strictly because he is dealing with his client in 
a matter in which he is an expert and the client is not, but this reasoning 
does not apply to details which are not the subject of taxation, and the 
accuracy of which the client is as well able to test as the solicitor, and in 
such matters the taxing-master might allow the solicitor to correct 
blunders if in his discretion he thought proper to doso. Thus a mistake 
in dates was held not to support a motion on the ground that a correct 
bill had not been delivered under the old law. These principle 
were applicable to the first two items. As to the first, “3s. 4d, for 
attending and drawing up order and copies’’ was admittedly no 
chargeable, but had been allowed because the solicitors might have 
eharged 4s, 6d. for notice of application and copies to file and service, but 
had not done so. In other worde, the taxing-master had disallowed the 
item as charged, and had altered the bill by substituting another item. 
This he could not do, and the summons, therefore, succeeded in respect of 
the first item. The second item was an error in addition, and the taxing- 
master had corrected the casting, which he was right in doing. It was 
not taxation, but arithmetic, and the client was as competent as the 
solicitor. The order, it was true, mentioned £7 14s. 6d. as the amount of 
the bill to be taxed, but this was only to identify the bill, and, if neoee 
eary, the error was one to be amended under the slip order. The last item 
was £5 paid under rule 147 of the Bankruptcy Ruler, 1886, and though 
the master did not give that as his ground of decision, there was a dispate 
as to whether it was the practice to insert such an item in the bill of costs 
or not, The senior taxing-master, on inquiry, had said that there was 20 
settled practice on the subject in the Chancery Taxing Office, but had 
referred to rule 112 (1) of the Bankruptcy Rules and the scale of costs 
thereunder, as set out in Williams on Bankruptcy (6th ed.), p. 563: 
“ Attending Official Receiver with deposit 63, 8d. The amount of the 
deposit is to be charged in the petitioning creditor's bill of costs.” His 
lordship, therefore, held that the £5 was rightly inserted in the bill of 
coste, Asa result, the applicant succeeded on ove and failed on two of 
his objections and was awarded one-third of the cost of the application 
and ordered to pay two-thirds with set-off—i.¢, he was to pay to the 
respondents one-third of the costs of the application.—CounseL, Ashte 
Cross ; Cozens-Hardy. SOLICITORS, Cuburn 5 Co. ; Grant, Buloraig, $ 0. 

[Reported by C. H. Canpen Noap, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





Bankruptcy Case. 


Re A DEBTOR. Lx parte THE PETITIONING CREDITORS. 
Bigham and Walton, J. J. 20th Nov.; 4th Dec. 


BANKRUPTCY — PerITION — Daep OF ASSIGNMENT — ACQUIESOENOE— 
Unpve PressurneE—* SUFFICIENT CAUSE” For Rerusat or Receiviaé 
OnpE&#—Bankkurptoy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict, ©. 
BECTION/ 3. 


Appeal from the registrar of the county court of Staffordshire holdet 
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at Hanley. On the 7th of September, 1905, the debtor executed a deed of 
assignment for the benefit of his creditors, which contained a clause giving 
a discretion to the trustee with the assent of the committee of inspection 
to pay in full any creditor or creditors who might decline to asseat 
tothe deed. On the same dsy the debtor's solicitors sent out a circular 
to the creditors, summoning them to attend a meeting, stating that 
the deed had been executed, and asking each greditor to serd in the 
amount of h'sclaim. The petitioning creditors, in reply to the circular, 
wrote that their claim amounted in all to £694 0a. 3d., but that, as to 
two items, amounting together to £238, they had special grounds of com- 
plsint against the debtor. They had placed their claim in respect of 
these two items in the hands of their solicitors, with instructions to sue, 
and insisted oa their being paid in full; but as to the remainder of the 
claim, they might be prepared to enter into an arrangement. They 
did not attend the meeting, but wrote that they had nothing to 
add to their first letter. They refused to enter into the deed of 
arrangement and began bankruptcy proceedings. Later on they heard for 
the first time of the clause in the deed giving power to the trastee to pay 
non-assenting creditors in full, and wrote to the trustee suggesting that 
he should pay them the sum of £238 under the terms of that clause. The 
trustee refused to do so, whereupon they presented a petition. The regis- 
trar held that there was “sufficient cause” within s. 7, sub-section 3, of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, for refusing to make a receiving order, upon 
the grounds that the creditors had exercised undue pressure upon the 
debtor, and had acquiesced in the deed of assignment by supplying goods 
to the trustee under the deed. The registrar considered that he was bound 
by the cases of Re Shaw, Hx parte Gill (49 W. R. 264) and Re A Debtor 
(53 W. R, 223). The appeal was heard on the 20h of November, when 
judgment was reserved. 
Dec, 4.--WALTON, J., delivered the judgment of the Court allowing the 
appeal, ‘Lhey held that the registrar was wrong in refu-ing the receiving 
order because there was no evidence before him that the creditors had 
attempted to obtain any advantage behind the back of the other creditors, 
or that they intended to defraud or deceive the other creditors. It would 
have been fraudulent of the creditors if they had aesented to the deed 
subject to their obtaining a secret advartage, but, on the contrary, they 
had dissented, as they had a perfect right todo. As to the second point, 
the mere fact that the creditors had supplied the trustee under the deed 
with some timber for the purposes of the debtor's business did not con- 
stitute acquiescence in the deed. The Court made a receiving order as of 
the date when it should have been made by the registrar.—CouUNSEL, 
F. B. Smith ; Reed, K.C., and B. C, Brough. SoutcrTors, Norris, Allen, 5 
Carter, for Quiggin 5 Son, Liverpool ; Allcock § Co,, Burslem. 
[Reported by P. M. Franoxe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


The Right Hon. Joun Arxrnson, Attorney-General for Ireland, has been 
appointed a Lord of Appeal in Ordinary, in succession to Lord Lindley, 
who has resigned. 


The Hon. Mr. Justice Wits is to be sworn of the Privy Council on the 
occasion of his retirement from the Judicial Bench. ** 


Mr. Sipney A. T. Row arr, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Junior 
Counsel to the Treasury, King’s Bench Division, in succession to Mr. 
Justice Sutton. 


Mr, Witt1am Frvtay, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Junior 
Counsel to the Board of Inland Revenue in place of Mr. Rowlatt. 


Mr. Henry Surron, barrister-at-law, who ha: been appointed a judge of 
the High Court in the place of Mr. Justice Wills, was called to the bar in 
1870 and was a member of the North-Eastern Circuit. He is a bencher 
of Lincoln’s-inn, and has been for some years Junior Counsel to the 

ry. 

Mr. Hucn Jonn Gopury, barrister-at-law, has been appointed one of 
the Junior Counsel to the Board of Trade in place of Mr, Bonner, recently 
appointed a Master of the Supreme Court. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Harry Camrnert Braker, ALEXANDER Travers Hawes, and Gxoror 
Morray Hr1, solicitors (Baker, Blaker, & Hawes), 117, Cannon-street, 
Tendon, Decl. So faras regards the said Harry Campbell Blaker ; the said 
Alexander ‘Travers Hawes and (George Murray Hill will carry on the 
buemess under the same style of Baker, Blaker, & Hawes. 


Watrer Francis Jackson and Arruur Bertram Pruner, solicitors 
(Gordon Place & Co.), Leicester. Nov. 25. [ Gazette, Dec. 5. 





Information Required. 


Hau Roxery Price, deceased.—Will anyone who has in his possession 
ae bed in his possession since April last the probate of the Will of 
Rokeby Price, Esq., kindly communicate with Messrs. Morgan, Price, 


General. 


Lord Justice Mathew had a paralytic seizure on Wednesday evening, 
but on Thursday he was making satisfactory progress. 

It is announced that Mr. Justice Bray will be the jndge for the first part 
of the Christmas vacation and that Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence will take 
the second half. 


The London Gazette announces that Mr. J. A. Longley has been appointed 
Deputy Assistant Paymaster-General for Supreme Court Business, in 
succession to Mr. T. H. Sharp, retired. 


The President of the Law Society (Mr. Chas. Mylne Barker) will preside 
at the lecture to the Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association by Mr. John 
Cutler, K.C., on ‘‘ Passing Off,” in Lincoln’s-inn (Old Hall), on Thursday, 
the 14th inst., at 7 p.m. 


The London Gazette announces that the King has been pleased to grant 
to Baron Lindley, late a Lord of Appeal in Ordinary, an annuity of £3,750 
during his life. The King has also granted to Mr. Justice Wills an 
annuity of £3,500 during his life. ° 

Mr. Justice Bucknill, addressing local law students at Nottingham, said, 
according to the Evening Standard, that any student, if he acted straight, 
kept his eye fixed firmly on the one spot, with God’s blessing and good 
health, and all other things being equal, might find himself where he 
himself had, by luck and industry, found himself, on the King’s Bench. 


A correspondent of the Westminster Gazette writing on the appointment of 
Mr. William Finlay as juftiior counsel to the Board of Inland Revenue, says, 
‘“*T see from the Law List that Mr. William Finlay was called to the bar in 
1901. For one so young, he can only be regarded as singularly fortunate. 
But I notice, too (the entries follow one another in the Law List), that he 
occupies the same chambers as Sir Robert B. Finlay.’’ [We should, in 
common fairness, say that practitioners particularly well qualified to judge 
entertain no doubt as to Mr. Finlay’s fitness for the post. 

The New York State Senate has, says the American Law Journal, passed 
the Cassidy Bill and thus put itself on record as desiring to abolish the 
useless and farcical performance of excepting every time a judge over- 
rules or sustains an objection. While in theory ‘‘I except” is supposed 
to give due notice that the attorney does not acquiesce in his honour’s ruling 
and intends to make it the basis of a possible appeal, in reality it serves no 
u-eful purpose. Nor is it at all certain that the repeated iteration of the 
phrase in question does not create an impression in the minds of some 
jurors that there exists a serious disagreement between court and counsel. 
Furthermore, in the heat of trial there have been cases where an attorney 
has neglected through sheer inadvertence to repeat the magic formula and 
to hold that under such circumstances and where his objection has been 
fully and fairly stated, he is nevertheless not entitled to have the judge’s 
opinion reviewed, is decidedly unfair. In itself the change does not amount 
to so very much, but then, after all, life is made up of little things. 


A correspondent of the Times, writing on the constitution of the Poor 
Law Commission, to which we referred last week, says: ‘‘The criticisms 
on this commission which you published in your issue of to-day seem to 
suggest that the defects of its composition are those of omission only— 
that districts and interests are not sufficiently represented. Will you allow 
me to suggest that the commission is a disappointment to some of us who 
had hoped for an authoritative report on the weighty questions referred to 
it, but not for the reasons given by your correspondents: The number of 
interests already represented and the diversity of views held by the com- 
missioners are surely fatal to any unanimous report. Can one for one 
moment suppose, for instance, that Mr. George Lansbury and Dr. C. 8. 
Loch will go hand in hand, that Mr. Russell Wakefield and Mr. Phelps 
will see eye to eye, or that Miss Octavia Hill and Mrs. Sidney Webb will 
consent to lie down together? The Poor Law Commission of 1834 con- 
sisted of nine members only; they went to work with unprejudiced 
minds, they were men of affairs and capable of weighing evidence, and the 
result was the great report which some of us still believe to be the most 
important contribution ever made to social science in this country. The 
Royal Commission on the Aged Poor of 1895 was chiefly composed, like 
the present Commission, of a large number of They went into 
the Commission with their minds practically made up on one side or the 
other. The consequence was that only half the members signed the main 
report, and there was a perfect litter of memoranda and minority reports, 
fifteen in all, expressing, of course, divergent views. There can be little 
doubt that the result of the labours of the present Poor Law Commission 
will be equally unsatisfactory to the nation. Many, perhaps all, of the 
Commissioners could give most valuable information as witnesses to a 
tribunal composed of impartial minds, trained to weigh evidence and to 
give judgment. 

At the sitting of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council on the 
30th ult., Lord Davey paid a tribute to the late Sir Richard Couch. He 
said that Sir Richard Couch’s judicial career extended for nearly forty 
years. In July, 1862, he was appointed a Puisne judge of the Bombay 
Bench, and became Chief Justice of that bench in April, 1866. He became 
Chief Justice of the High Court of Calcutta in 1870, from which he 
retired in January, 1875. In 1881 he became a member of the Judicial 
Committee, and trom that time he continuously attended its sittings until 
the growing infirmities of age compelled his retirement in the year 1901. 


Before he went to India Sir Richard Couch was well known asanaccomplished 
ee practising in the Common Law Courts, and d his residence in 
India he acquired a mastery of the intricacies of Indian law, both Hindu 


and Mahomedan, as administered in the courts of India, and including, 
what was extremely useful afterwards to him on this board, a knowledge 





& Mewburn, 33, Old Broad-street, E.O, 


and intimate acquaintance with the details of the somewhat complicated 





98 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. _ 








= 
procedure which has been introduced by legislation into the conduct of 
judicial business in India. His service on this board was marked 

y an assiduous attention and by a mastery of the business, 
and he proved himself to be a most reliable and useful 
member of the board. His knowledge of English law and his 
knowledge of Indian law were particularly valuable. But he did not con- 
fine his services to those branches of the law, as he might well have done ; 
but whatever the case was that was before the board Sir Richard Couch 
was ready to throw his whole mind into it and to make himself a master 
both of the facts and of the law of the case ; and I will add what Iam 
sure all those who rat with him will agree with me in, when I mention his 
extreme kindness. There was no labour which he would not undertake, 
and to those who came on the board with less experience than himself in 
their knowledge of Indian law his assistance was always at their disposal, 
and I need scarcely say was of the most extreme value. 


ee 








Fixep Incomes.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
on a new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
fixed incomes who do not Wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain figures. 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvr.] 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota oF Reaistrars in ATTENDANCE ON 






Date. Emercency Apprat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
“4 TA. No. 2. KexKEwIcu. FaRweE.u. 
Church Mr. R. Leach Mr. Beal Mr. W. Leach 
Greswell Godfrey Carri nD Theed 
King R. Leach Beal W. Leach 
Farmer Godfrey Carrington Theed 
Theed R. Leach Beal W. Leach 
W. Leach Godfrey Carrington Theed 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Buck.ey. JoYoE. Swinvrey Eapy. Wagagineron. 
11 Mr. Farmer Mr. Pemberton Mr. Greswell Mr. Carrington 
2 King Jackson Church Beal 
Farmer Pemberton Greswell Godfrey 
King Jackson Church R. Leach 
Farmer Pemberton Greswell Jackson 
King Jackson urch Pemberton 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 


Messrs. H. E. Fostze & Cranrietp sold, at the Mart, on Wednesday, Dec. 6, the 
following Properties : —West Ealing : 1, Green Man-terrace, £2,185; 2, Green Man-terrace, 
£1,900; 3, Green Man-terrace, £1,900. Holborn: 22, Devonshire-street, and 7 and 7}, 
Boswell-court, £2,050. Acton: 18 to 26 (even), Richards-cottages, Churchfield-road, £950. 

Reversions, Lire Interest, Lire Pouicizs, Parent Ricguts anp SHARES, 

Messrs. H. E, Foster & Cranietp held their usual fortnightly sale (No. 800) of the 


above-named Interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday last, when th 
following lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realised being £15,806 17s. 6d. 


ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS: £84 
To Leasehold Ground-rents.... eee ese oe ae «. Bold 140 0 o 
Ee aT eR a es 300 0 0 
To £13,240 Consols (less £5,000), gon 9 

REVERSION to £1,71458.80. .. |. 22 CTO "275 0 0 

LIFE POLICIES : . 

‘or £10,000... bes deo 600 eee ove ond eee 4,500 0 0 
“ ” 7 

NII ee sas gs ap » 855 0 0 
For £2,000 ... onl i eee oe vee ove oe ooo op 700 0 0 

LIFE INTEREST in ad annum .., ooo oom ove oe 99 4,400 0 0 

ENDOWMENT POLICY for £5,000 ... .. . |. 2. 7” 'g00 0 0 

BuITISH, XRENCH, AND GERMAN PATENTS... ~ “59 9 9 

SHARES HOTEL ST. PETERSBOURG PARIS (LIMITED) ~;,” 28617 6 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fatpay, Dec. 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitrep 1s CHANCERY. 


Castiex Car Syapicars, Limtrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 15, to send 
their names and add ses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to H C Chambers 
a* > hill, Birmingham S 
¥YPTIAN NITRATE AND PuosrHate Synpicatr, LimitEp—Petn for windin mted 
Nov 30, directed to be heard Dec 12. Cohen & Cuhen, Finsbury circus, so he soluan: 
—_ = appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 


Exxcrricat Orr Fixpixe Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 25, directed 
to be heard D.c 12. Crundall & C», Laurence Pountney hill og for} petner. Notice 
s Lead must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

E.ivor Temrix, Limrrzp—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 28, directed to be heard D 

~ Vandercom & Co, Bush In, solors for tner. Notice of at i on - 
= not later than 2 o’clock in dos odtninnen of Dec * apres. 2 sinh a 
MENT CORPORATION OF Inpia, LimiTED (1n Li — i uired 

or before Dec 20, to send their names and <P limp wy eee Tae 


, 


on 
rticulars of their debts or 


claims, to Edward White Randle, 5, Billiter av. Grundy, Old Broad st, 
= a ~o Driti ee Co, Liurtrp—Creditors 5 on or 
f , to sen eir names dresse i i 
Gains, to W Orme 16, Wane 8, and the particulars of their debts or 








Korgruyn Synpicate, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 9, to send they 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward 
King, 287, Finsbury pymt House. Docker & Co, Gray’s inn sq. solor for liquidator 

Lonpon, DepTrorD, anD GREENWICH Tramways Co, LimitEp—Creditors are required, 
or before Dec 30, to send their names and adoresses, and the iculars of their debiy 
or claims, to George Ennis, F J Horrocks, and J Percy Leith, Blomfield House, & 
London wall 

Maysaiz Parntine ayp Pustisuixe Co, Limrrep - Petn for winding up, presented Novy 
directed to be heard Dec 12. Rawlings & Butt, Walbrook. Notice of appearing 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Dec 11 

Rosert I:es, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 30, directed to be heard Dy 
12. Ward & Co, Gracechurch st, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach th) 
above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Dec 11 

Woustenonorr & Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 22, to send they 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Francis B Millar, 
12, Earl st, Westminster 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


Sr Neots Watrr Co—Petn for winding up, presented Novy 23, directed to be heard Deo, 
Crowders & Cu, Lincoln’s inn fields, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must read 
the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 11 


London Gaseite.—Turspay, Dec. 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep in CHancery. 


Carrtat Insurance Co, Limirep — Creditors are required, on or before Jan 15, to send ther 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Birchall, §, 
Gracechurch st } 

F&WE Waitt, Liwrep (1s Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before Dec} 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, toJ 
Alfred Hopps, 25, Friar ln, Leicester 

H Ineram, Liuirep -Creditors are required, on or before Dec 18, to send their namesanj 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edwin Bradshaw, 4, Egypt, 
Warrington. Roberts, solorforliquidator —_ 

Lives GaLvanizine Co, Limirep-Petn for winding up, presented Dec 1, directed to 
heard at the Court House, Government bidgs, Victoria st, Liverpool, Dec 15, at 
o’clock. Hart, Telegraph st, solor for petnere. Notice of appearing must reach the abo. 
named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 14 

Loxpon Express Moros Servior, Limirzep—Creditors required, on or before Jan 14 to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Villeroy 
Corney Doubleday, 37, Walbrook 

8 T Hanvey, Limirzp—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 25, directed to be heard at the 
Town Hall, Windsor, Dec 12, at 12 Camp & Ellis, Watford and Bedford row, solon 
for petners Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’dock 
in the afternoon of Dec 11 

Vicrorta Porous Warerrroorine Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or befor 
Dec 30, to send their pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims 
to Robert Taylor, 9, Church ln, Oldham Taylor, Oldham, solor for liquidator 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Ciarm. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Dec. 1. 


Bestann, epee Joun Po.iexren, Kitley, Devon Dec 28 Woollcombe & Som, 

ymou’ 

Bareman, Hersert Rowianp, Bath Dec31 Scott & Bryden, Bath 

Baxter, W1ILu14M, Grassington, York Dec15 Dunn & Robinson, Bradford 

Beavis, ber =" Brightlingsea, Essex, Law Stationer Jan1 Blount & Co, Albemark 
st, Piccadilly 

Berston, Francis, Market Drayton, Salop Dec 30 Warren & Upton, Market Drayton 

Besston, Susannasd Wapbt, Market Drayton, Salop Dec 30 Warren & Upton, Marke 


Drayton 

Brown, Joun, Newburn on Tyne, Iron Moulder Dec 27 Richardson & Elder, Newcasthk 
on e 

Cazgetuam, Sapna, Birkdale Jan 9 Mawson, Southport 

Cours, Ruta Any, Newchurch, Lancs Janz7 Hart-Dyke, Duchy of Lancas‘er Office 

Cow , Grorce, Sutton in Ho derness, York, Joiner Dec29 Reed, Hull 

Cowx, Jouy, Liverpool,T:amower Jan1 Rutherfords, Liverpool 

Curtis, W1LL1AM Corron, Lombard st Jan5 Golding & Hargrove, Cannon st 

Daeaks, Hevtena, Hove Dec3i Ruck, Norfolk st, Strand 

DowninatTon-Jerr«nson, Mervynia Jane, Langridge Rectory, nr Bath Jan 1 Barché 
Co, Spring gdns 

Eacett, Bensamin, Stoke Ferry, Norfolk, Builder Jan1 Fowler & Co, Victoria st 

Gasy, Levi, Cullercoats, Northumber , Quarry Owner Dec 30 Watson & Co, New 
castle upon Tyne 

Garnek, Jonny, Tottenham, Butcher Dec 31 Lucas & Ward, Eldon st 

Go.psmip, Ei Ley, Edgbaston, Birmingham Jan15 Raphael & Co, Moorgate st 

Gray-Jongs, Tuomas, Cheltenham Dec 30 Wood, Cheltenham 

Graysos, Ricnarp, Rainford, Lancs, Farmer Dec 30 Fox, St Helens 

GREEN, Wiuiaw, Twickenham, Licensed Victualler Dec 31 Attenborough, Piccadilly 

Hawes, Francis, Wood Greea, Builder Dec 31 Robins & Clark, Hornsey 

Hosss, James, Wellington, Somerset, Tailor Jan2 Michell, Wellington 

Ho.rom, Atrgep, Hardwick, or Banbury, Farmer Jan2 Aplin & Co, Banbury 

Hows, Dinag, Liv l Jan7 Quilliam, Liverpool 

Jackson, Tuomas Henry, Shareshill, nr Wolverhampton March 20 Shelton & , 
Wolver! pton 

Jacos, Karuaning, Salisbury, Wilts Dec31 Hodding & Jackson, Salisbury 

Jones, W1LL1AM Cocueam, Liverpool, Merchant’sCierk Jan1 Rudd, Liverpool 

Kestiy, Exizasetu Frances, Twyford, Leicester Jan1 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 

Kine, Joun, Manchester, Cotton Spinner Jan13 Cooper & Sons, Manchester 

Kircuen, Janz, Cheltenham Jani2 Griffiths & Waghorne, Chelte 

Lawton, Ropeat Coagies Monracug, Alderley Edge, Chester Jan 2 Brown & , 


Stockport 
McNaveuton, Anne Isasetia, Bolton Dec3i Greenhalgh, Bolton 
Ne.son, Wituiau, Kendal Jan10 Dobson, Kendal 
Norman, Euiza Maria, Norwich March1 Keith & Qo, Norwich 
area Susanna Isapetta, Cambridge gdns, Notting Hill Jan 11 Johnsons & ©, 
‘ew sq 
Pert, Heven Exizasern, Leaton Hall, mr Stourbridge Feb 23 Johnsons & Co, NewM 
Poynton, Joseru Frost, North Shields Dec 31 Macdonald, North Shields 
Pureen, Gzonce, North Malvern, Worcester Jan 26 Roberts, Worcester 
Paice, Samuz., Halesowen, Worcester, Dairyman Jan 25 Homfray & Co, Halesowed 
Quiney, ALrsEep Ricsarp, Teddington Jani Parker & Co, Cornhill 
Rogers, Exiza, Bubbiogton, Stafford Dec 30 Thorne & Havlam, Wolverhampton 
Scuor.ELD, FLorence May Janz, Kingslandrd Dee 31 Davis, Liverpool st 
Suaw, Groras, Ecclesfield Jan1 Smith & Co, Sheffield 
Smita, Joszrs Ke.iert, West Kirby, Chester Jan1 Dixon & Syers, Liverpool 
Srarmer, Joan, Twickenham Dec81 Dyer, Twickenham 
Tuomas, WitL1Am Henry, Redland, Bristol Jan15 Miller & Co, Bristol 
Torn, Caarues, Norwich, Coachbuilder Jan 2 Francis & Back, Norwich 
Warerston, Hannan, Morpeth, Draper Dic 30 Bainbridge, Morpeth 
WEpawoop, AMELIA, Bromsgrove Dec18 Rankin & Miller, West Bromwich 
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Oe 

Wuaer, JON, Hereford Dec30 Mair & Co, Macclesfield 

WooouRaD, ALICE Evizasetu Naomi, Clayton, York Jan1 Gaunt & Co, Bradford 
YeutacorT, Heen, Barnstable Dec3l Godden & Co, Old Jewry 


London Gazette.—Tursvay, Dec. 5. 


Ruru. Buxted, Somerset Jan16 Cushmin & Clifton, Brighton 
Asew, ALICE, Liverpool Jan1 Layton & Vo, Liverpool 
, G@eorce Bowo.ra, Haslemere, Surrey Dec3i Ramsden & Co, Leadenhall st 
Coux, WILLIAM, Priory, Clapton Jan5 Watson, Finsbury circus 
Cox, Mrs Louisa Heven ExvizaseTru Wousecey, Southsea Jan 1 Saunders, Regent st 
, GeorGk ALLEN, Knowle Hall, Warwick Jan15 Sanders & Co, Birmingham 
Er , WALTER, Gt Yarmouth Jan 5 Goodchild, Norwich 
Fisupsx, ALICE, Hlackpool Jan 12 Ascroft, Blackpvol 
Fupes, WILLiIAM, Eccles, Lancaster Jan6 Elliott & Elliott, Manchester 
FueBLsTONE, Frank, Rhymney, Mon Jani Cohen, dtcckton on Tees 
FowER, Wit.ram, Tunbridge Wells Jan 6 Deacon & Co, Gt St Helens 
Yor, Joux, Bolton gdns, 8 Kensington Jan 30 Shaen & Co, Bedford row 
Fureuan, Mancaner, Ambleside, Westmorland Dec 26 Shepherd, Ambleside 
(igsos, Many Avice, West Timperley, Chester Jani Linne!] & Linnell, Manchester 
Gurrix, Many, Boston, Lincoln Jan 16 Staniland & Son, Boston 
Husoway, Epwarp, Kingston upon Hull, Tar Distiller Jan 20 Laverack & Co, Hull 
HuwortH, JAMES, Blackburn, Solicitor Jan1 Read & Eastwood, Blackburn 





Jerrerson, Janz, Langport, Somerset Dec 25 Hores & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Lock, Susan, Bramfield, Suffolk Jan8 Mellor & st 
KETT, Richarp Rosertson, Liverpool, Merchant Jan 20 Evans & Co, Live: 

Hae, Semnes Seas, Oakenshaw, ne Bradford, York Jan 2 Clough & Crabtree, 
ea 

Moore, Exiza, Northampton Dec20 HJ & C Markham, Northampton 

Norman, Henry, Brighton Jan15 Gates & B » Bri 

a ae Rev Monsignor James, Formby, Lancaster Jan 10 Gradwell & Co, 

0! 


verpu 
Fea, ee Hewry, Ketley, nr Wellington, Salop Jan 8 Carrane & Elliott, Wel- 
nD 


Pickarb, Joseru, Holloway rd Dec2i Miller & Smiths, Salter’s Hall ct 
Pickup, THomas, burn Jan15 Crossley, Blackburn 

Puoue, 8anau Ann, Scarborough Jan 12 Birdsall & Cross, Scarborough 

Rossixs, Joun Bagnasas, Andover, Southampton Jan 15 Chalinder & Herington, 


Hastings 
Roperts, Wiit14M, Llanerchymedd, Anglesey Dec 30 Bellringer & Co, Liverpool 
Roypbs, Kopert RenovesHam, Southend on Sea Jan 15 Gribple & Co, Bedford row 
Scuo.es, Wiiu14m, Accrington, Tailor Dec 30 Slinger, Accrington 
SuuLpaam, Akruur James, Upper Norwocd Jan 1 Wordsworth & Co, Bloomsbury sq 
Tuorp, Tuomas Suite, Margate Dec16 MKmmerson & Co, wich 
Wart, James, Hastings Jani Chaliader & Heri 


Heorawarte, Wrtitam, Huddersfield, Picture Dealer Dec 31 Armitage & Co, Hudders- 


fiel 
Howants, Epwarp, Halifax, Woolstapler Jan15 Farrar, Halifax 








| Praussta, James Anprew, East Surrey grove, Camberwell, 


Bankruptcy Notices. Beg Jeowtstnese High Court Pet Nov 2% Ord | 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Nov. 28. Rers. Bensamin, Maesyewmmer, Mon, Innkeeper Newport, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Bann Pet Nov 26 Ord Hov 24 
Asazy, Rosert, Brentford, Provision Dealer Brentford | wee oe. _ oe, te Bom 
Nov 28 Ord Nov 2% } “ .- 7 
otters, Sparkhil, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler | S*4pOrEARE Wisin, Norton, Canes, Stafford, Bar 
Birmingham Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 | panartn. Huser, Derby, Brewer Derby Pet Nov 23 Ord | 
0 


Bavss, Rates, Irthlingborough, Northampton, Traveller vy 2! 
Srexoer, H, Bramley, nr Leeds, Plumber Leeds Pet Nov | 
O1d Nov 23 | 


Northampton Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

Besson, GuorGe, wy upon Hull Kingston upon | ‘i 
Hull Pet Nov 25 ra Nov 25 2 . d 

BLAKEMORE, Avavesies Jouy, Derby, Greengrocer Derby | sais yn he eae st,Shipper High Court Pet Nov 
Pet Nov 24 OU ov 24 ; ‘ | 

Duos, Waites, _faethorengh, Organist Scarborough t gt hy 4, Pet Stet, See. Mate and Cycle 
Pet Nov 2 I ov 2 | 4 

BowrLt, Wauees, Goathem, Hants, Tailor Portsmouth ele yey wy ® a Nov angel, Abercowin Carmart en 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 . 

Smee, Haser, Halifax, Boot Maker Halifax Pet | Wes, oom Onchebeny se Bay, os 

‘ov rd Nov 21 . 

Brooks, Jamus, and ArTnur Ex.tin Brooks, Sh ffield, an dae yg eee | 
General Merchants Sheffield Pet Nov8 Ord Nov 23 | ‘Amended notice substituted for that published in 

Brows, Cuantes, Armley, Leeds Leeds Pet Noy 22 Ord | Gis tendon Gandte ct Mor oy | 
Noy 22 Burnsir, Francis Rasuueian, Rochford, Essex Chelms- | 

Boats, EvizaneTH, Cookham, Berks, Hotel Proprietress ‘ . * . } 
Windsor Pct Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 | ford Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 25 

| 
| 
| 





Caaruax, Gronar, Downend, Gloucester, Oil Dealer Bristol 
Pet Nov7 Ord Nov 23 FIRST MEETINGS. | 
CuarueswortH, Georce Hirst, Stretford, Lancs, Green- | AsBort, Grorcr Benjamin, Gt Grimsby Dec 6 at 1l Off | 
grocer Salford Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 Ree, 8t Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 
Consx, Davip, Leeds, Fancy Draper Leeds Pet Nov 24 | 


Aten, Josera Witiiam, Cambridge Dec 9 at 12.30 Off | 
Ord Nov 24 ‘wich 


, 8, Kiag st, Nor 
Couwaes, James Tuomas, Aston, Birmingham, Draper | ALLIson, Gzorzee Suepaerp, Darlington, Iroumonger 
Birmingham Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 23 Dec 6 at 11 North Eastern Hotel, Darlin 
Cortaxs, Micuarn, Canterbury, Tailor Canterbury Pet | ALLi1T, Pamir James, Newton, Cambridge, Fruit Grower 
Nov25 Ord Nov 25 Dec 6 at 10.45 Rose and Crown Hotel, Wisbech 
Cony, Eveyn Mavp, Cork st High Court Pet Nov 24 | Avery, Jouw Epwarp, Dover, Fruiterer Dec 21 at 9 30 
Nov 24 | Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 
Cowruzr, Davip, Sowerby Bridge, nr Halifax, Lodging | Brount, Watrer, Scarborough, Organist Dec 6 ut 3,30 
house Manager Halifax Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 74, Newborough, Scarborough 
Doxatp, Joux, Morpeth mans, Victoria, Theatrical Mauager | Bouton, George, Blackburn, Joiner Dec 6 at 11.30 County 
igh Court Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 24 Court House, Blackburn 3 
Day, Pearson Henry, Hythe, Kent, Licensed Victualler | Bowett, Watter, Southsea, Hants, Tailor Dec 7 at 3 
Canterbury Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 | Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 
Rust, PG, Clapham, Hay Salesman High Court Pet Oct | Brown, Cuantes, Leeds Dec6at11.30 Off Kec, 22, Park 
2% Ord Nov 24 | gow, Leeds . 
Fog, Epwarp Lex, Southampton Southampton Pet Nov | Browyx, Fraep Noroross, Woodhouse Mill, York, Butcher 
Nov 23 | Dee 7 at 11.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Paxcourt, ADA ARABELLA, Long Eaton, Derby, Milliner | Busnstpz, Francis RasuieicH, Rochford, Essex Dec 8 
Derby Pet Nov 22 Ord Noy 22 | at3 14, Bedford row _ 
Fanwer, Jony, Wandsworth Bridge rd, Baker High Court | Caarman, Georar, Downend, Glos, Oil Dealer Dec 6 at 
Pet Oct 21 Ord Nov 24 | 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baliwin st, Bristol 
Forts, Grorcz, Mitcham, Surrey, Tobacco Dealer High | CLayton, Joun Henry, Leicester, Builder Dec 6 at 12 
Cout Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 25 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Guapwix, Nicuouas, Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet Nov 23 | Conry, Davin, Leeds, Fancy Draper Dec 6 at 12 Off Ree, | 
Ord Nov 23 22, Park row, 
Goutn, Hersert Wit11aM, Minchead, Somerset, Painter | Coox, Joan Henry, Wednesbury, Metal Merchant Dec 6 
Taunton Pet Nov 25 Oxd Nov 25 at1l Off Rec, Wolverhampton ‘ ] 
Gurrirus, Groner, Preston on Tees, Farmer Stockon on | Cooms, Wiitam, Pelynt, Cornwall, License? Victualler 
Pet Noy 22 Ord Nov 22 : Dec 19at11 Off Rec, 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 
iver, Aces, Lichfield, S afford Walsall Pet Nov 24 — —, Cork st Dec 11 at 12 Benkraptey 
‘ov 24 , Carey 
Hewisox, Atsert Earnest, Belvedere, Kent, Grocer | Davies, Tuomas, Merthyr Tydfil, Contractor Dec 7 at 12 
Rochester Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil — i 
Hixcuuirre, Frank, Penistone, Yorks, Goods Guard | Dona.p, Joan, Morpeth mans, Victoria, Theatrical Mana- 
Bansley Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 ger Dec8ati12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Hivcatirre, Gzorcz, Penistone, Yorks, Booking Clerk Downton, GronGe, Preston, Dorset, General Dealer Dec 6 
ley Pet Nov24 Ord Nov 24 at 2.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 
longs, Joux, Woodford Green, Essex High Court Pet | Duacan, Samus. Jonny, Plymouth, Boot Factor Dec 6 at 
Nov9 Ord Nov 24 2.30 The George and Railway Hotel, Bristol 
Jackson, Antuur, Walthemstow, Builder High Court | East, PG, Clapham, Hay Salesman Dec 8 at 1 Bank- 
Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 23 ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Iuxw,@ D, Paddington st, Baker st High Court Pet | Evans, Eva», Gifach Goch, Glam, Tailor Decé at 12 135, 





Nov8 Ord Nov 24 High st, Merthyr ‘ 
Binuz, Epwarp, Rotherham, York, Fishmonger Sheffield | Farmer, Joun, Wandsworth Bridge rd, Baker Dec 12 at 11 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


w, Ropert Wi.i1am, Laverstock, Wilts, Builder 


Fietcaer, Brxsamin Torney, eg ee 
Balicbury Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 Licensed Victualler Dec 6 at 11 Off , Castle 


Woop, Henry, Hythe, Kent Jani 
Woop, Mary Ayn, Twickenham Jané6 Sherrard & Sons, 
Woopuvuvssz, Epwargp, Worcester Dec 30 8: i 


Kingsford & leaks, Hythe Kent 
Ringsto m on Thames 
ale, Leominster 


Hewison, Atpert Eanest, Belvedere, Kent, Grocer Dec 
11 at11.30 115, High st, Rochester 
Hitiyarp, Groner, and Witt1am Hittyarp, Woodhouse 
ves, , Farmers Dec 6 at 3 Off Ree, 1, 
Berridge st, Leicester 
Horye, Epear, berm Music Dealer Dec6at3 Room 53, 
st 


I st, Baker st Dec 12 at 12 


Lopes, hong = ee Se Bridge, nr Barnsley, 
, 7, Regent st, Barnsley 
Lucas, Wii.1am, Stoke Newi m, Warehouseman Dec 7 
at12 Bankry bldgs, y st 
Manson, Artuur Samu, Scarborough, Joiner Dec 6 at 4 
74, Newborvugh, Scarborough 
Matures, Georce, South Shields, Mineral Water Manufac- 
turer Dec 6 at11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle 


on Tyne 

McQvarp, Janz, Geltsdale, Cumberland, Hutkeeper Dec 6 
at 11 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

Newton, Rupert Epwagp, i . Electro Plate 
Manufacturer Dec 6 at 11 191, Corporation st, 


Birmingham 
Nymay, Natuan, Commercial rd, Trimming Seller Dec 7 
. at 2.30 Seokregte Sr Carey st 
Parr, Joun Anprew, Wor Plumber Dec 8 at 3.15 
Court House, Cockermout 
Paywe, Bensamin, Greenhill, Derby Dec 7 at 12 Off Rec, 


Procter, Rosert Joan, West Hartlepool, Tobacconist’s 
Manager Dec6at3 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderiand 
Prussia, JAMES ANDREW, East Surrey grove, Camberwell, 
Bag Manufacturer Dec 7 at 11 nkruptcy bldgs, 


Carey st 
Ricarpo, Benjamin, Green Ins, Finsbury pk, Wholesale 
Jeweller Dec 8at12 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation 
st. Birmingham 
— Owen, Bethesda, Quarryman Decéat12 Crypt 
im 


Jenkin, G D, 
ru 


row, Chester 
ExaL, CHABL! enrhiwceiber, Glam. Greengrocer Dec 8 
at12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Surrwin, Henry, , Brewer Dec7at3 Off Ree, 47, 
Full st. Der' 


Spencer, H, Bramley, nr Leeds, Plumber Dec6at 11 Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, 
Srocxpauz, Cuar.es, Abbeville rd, Clapbam Park, Com- 
mercial — Dec 7 at 11.30 24, Railway app. 


London ge 

Sussweiyn, H, Windeor ct, Monkwell st, Shipper Dec 7 at 
12 Bankruptcy b! Carey st 

Twirt, re Aberti , Mon, Painter Dec7at3 135, 

yr Tydfil 

WALTERS, Davin, Lianfihangel, Abercowin Dec 6 at 11 
Off 4, Queen st, nD 

WanRDEN, Hervert Blean, ne Canterbury, Wheelwright 
Dec 21 at9 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

Wrsstzr, Joun A.sert, Scarborough, Shoeing Smith 
Dec 6 at 3 74, Newborough, Scarburou; 

Wiuams, Natuayizx, Gilfach Pengam, Glam, Moulder 
DecS8at3 135, High st, Merthyr Tyatil i 

Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Nov 17: 
ther Merchant 


Awprews, ALFRED JosEPH, cae. Lea’ 

Nov 27 at 3 Bankruptcy bldgs, ry st 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

Asuiey, Ropert, Ilford, Essex, Provision Dealer Brent- 
ford Pet Nov 53 Ord Nov 23 

Bayes, Raps, Irthlingborough, Northampton, Traveller 
Northampton Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 2% 

Bennion, Gore, Kiegston upon Hull, House Furnisher's 
Mansger Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

Briakemore, Aucustint Jouy, Derby, Greengrocer Derby 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

, Organist Scarborough Pet 

Bowe.t, Water, Sou Hants, Tailor Portsmouth 

Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 


Baanxpwoop, Haray, Halifax, Boot Maker Halifax Pet 
Nov9 Ord Nov 23 





Lacey, Jeannie, Chesham, Bucks, Fancy Dealer Aylesbury | chmbra, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 

Pet Sept 30” Ord Nov 24 ts oerne oe ’ | FLowirr, Jou, Doncaster, Builder Dec 7 at 12.30 Off 
learner, WiLL1aM Groror, Sheffield, Electrical Engineer | Ree, In, Sheffiel 

Shffield Pet Oct 19 Ord Nov 28 | GARNER wim, Denbigh pl, Bailder Dec 6 at 12 
Narpzam. Antaur, Gt Grimsby, Labourer Gt Gimsby | Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Pet Nov £5 Ord Nov 25 Grirritas, WILLIAM, ag ead Mon Dec 6 at 11 Off 


Paaxinsox, Everarp Wittovensy, and Huca Trriry Rec, Westgate chmbra, Newport, Mon 


Parkiysox, Burley in Whurfedale, York, Farmers | Guest, Gzores Wrisox, Deritend, Birmingham, Grocer 


Iveds Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 22 Dec 6 at 12 191, Corporation st, Burmin, 
ips, CHARLES Farsuxry, Gt Grimsby, Labourer Gt | Harms, Atraep Henry, Reading, General 
Bones ta se Nites, Nas, Bak Halif P H ae H ig oo Dunham Massey, Cheshire 

Y Halif: Y er Halifax t EARDMAN, JoHN WILLIAM, 7 
Hors Ord Nov35 ‘ ‘Accountant Deo6at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


ineer Dec 


Brooxs, James, and Artruvur Exums Brooks, Sheffield, 
| Steel Man urers Sheffield Pet Nov8 Ord Nov 2 
Brown, Cuarwes, Armley, Leeds Leeds Pet Nov 22 Ord 


| ‘ov 22 

Buss, Epwix, Penshurst, Kent, Farmer Tunbridge Wells 
et Nov6 Ord Nov 23 

Cuar.teswoatu, Grorce Hirst, Stretford, Lancs, Green- 

grocer Salf Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 

| CrarKxson, Tuomas, Blackburn, Botanic Brewer B ackburn 

Pet Novi Ord Nov 23 

| Conzn, Davin, Leeds, Fancy Draper Leeds Pet Nov 24 

} Und Nov 24 










































100 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Dec, 9, 1¢ 5. 





Coomper, Francis, 8t Andrew's mans, West Kensington, 
Physician High Court Pet Nov 16 Ord Nov 25 
Copians, Micuakt, — Tailor Canterbury Pet 
ov 25 Ord Nov 25 
Cory, Evetyn Mavup, Cork st High Court Pet Nov 2% 
Ord Nov 24 


CrowTHER, Dave, Sowerby Bridge, or Halifax, Lx ging 
House Manager Halifax Pet Nov24 Ord Nov x4 
Dray, Pasene Hewry, Hythe, Kent, Licensed Victualler 

Canterbury Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 
Eague, Epwarp, Rotherham, York, Fishmonger Sheffield 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 


Eps, Epwarp Lez, Southampton Southampton Pet 
Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 
Evays, Evan, Gilfach Goch, Glam, Tailor Pontypridd 


Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 24 
Faxcourt, ADA AzaBeLia, Long Eaton, Derby, Milliner 
Derby Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 
Giapwin, Nicnoxas, Gt Grimsby GtGrimsby Pet Nov 23 
Ord Nov 23 
Gou.p, Hersert Wit11am, Minehead, Somerset, Decorator 
Taunton Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 
Grirritss, Gaorce, Preston on Tees, Farmer Stockton on 
Tees Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 
Hackett, Aeyes, Lichfield Walsall Pet Noy 24 Ord 
ov 24 
Hasper, Hervert, Littlehampton, Schoolmaster Brighton 
Pet Oct 30 Ord Nov 24 
A.seet Enpxnest, Belvedere, 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 
I:ett, Harry, Northampton, Potato Merchant WNorth- 
ampton Pet Nov18 Ord Nov 25 
Ketitow, Rosgert Witiiam, Laverstock, Wilts, Builder 
Salisbury Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 
Lopez, Gzorcr AL¥RED, frag FS Bridge, nr Barnsley, 
Grocer rnsley Pet Nov 1 
Nerpuam, Artaur, Gt Grimsby, tan Gt Grimsby 
Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 
Nortuaty, Joan, Trehafod, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22” 
Oamiston, Cuartes, Twick nham Brentford Pet Sept 18 
Ord Nov 24 
Ormaop, Joun WILLIAM, an, Builder’s Traveller Bolton 
Pet Oct 23 Ord Nov 23 
Patuitrs, Caartes Fersuney, Gt Grimsby, Labourer Gt 
Grimsby Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 
Picxtrs, Micnart, Halifax, Yorks, Baker Halifax Pet 
Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 
Pavussia, James Anprew, East Surrey ve, Camberwell, 
Bag a High Court et Nov 24 Ord 
ov 
Bers, Bexsamix, Maesycwmmer, Mon, Innkeeper New- 
port, Mon Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 
Bissonz, Giovanni Battista, Mount pleasant, Clerkenwell, 
Pianoforte Manufacturer High Court Pet Aug 15 


Ord Novy 25 
Soom, Ba Henry, Derby, Brewer Derby Pet Nov 23 
24 
Tuomas, . ote Epwarp, Bridgend, er and Cycle Maker 
Cardiff Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 
Vinten, Henry Joun, Tooting, Builder Wandsworth Pet 
Bept 


Hewson, Kent, Grocer 


8 Ord Nov 21 
Watsnaw, Joun Witiram, Halifax, Mineral Water Manu- 
facturer Halifax Pet Oct 2 Ord Nov 23 
Watters, Davin, Lianfihangel, ps ming Carmari hen 
Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 
Wuits, James Steruex, Herne Bay, Licensed Victualler 
Canterbury Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 
Witkixsox, WitL1am Tuompsox, Lewisham, Kent, Photo- 
graphic Expert Greenwich Pet Nov 23° Ord Novy 23 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Joxgs, J W,and L Jonzs, Clydach,Glam,Grocers Swansea 
Adjud July 6, 1888 Annul Nov 20, 1905 
London Gazette.—Faripay, Dec. 1. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
AytTuoxy, Tuomas, Truro, Chemist Truro Pet Nov 29 
Ord Nov 29 
Baaser, Grorce, Kilburn, Horse Dealer High Court Pet 
Oct 30 Ord 


‘ov 
Bexxztt, Artaur, Thorpe Hesley, nr Rotherham, York, 
Grocer Sheffield Pet Nov (27 i Nov 27 
Bauvet, Le st 

ester Pet Nov 27 Ord Nor a1 2 
Buapsr, R E, Fulham, Physician’s Assistant High Court 


Pet Nov7 Ord Nov 27 
Cattoy, Josera, 8t Helen’s, Lancs, Builder Liverpool 
Casnit, re Kingston upon Hull, Hatter Kingston 
upon & 


Baooxs, Grocer 





Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 
et Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 


Catiis, Witt1am Lispiey, Matlock —. Derby, Water 
Bailiff Derby Pet Nov29 Ord Nov 

Caampesiain, Agtaur, West Pale ag Baker West 
Bromwich Pet Noy 27 O1d Nov 27 

Coxer, Faepericx, Portsmouth, Draper Portsmouth Pet 
Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Coorger, Caanies Henry, jun, Cheetham Hill, Manchester, 
#urvitare Dealer’s Mansger Manchester Pet Noy 27 
Ord Nov 27 

Cow xo, Gronce, Chidswell, nr eee, Boiler Maker 
Dewsbury Pet Nov 20 ‘Ord Nov 47 

Caaxz, Exvt, Newton by Fraukby, Cheshire Birkenhead 
Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Dassy, Feaxx, Liverpool, Actor Liverpool Pet Oct 20 
Ord Nov 27 

Eatos, Wititam, Liverpool, Contractor Liverpool Pet 
Nov8 Ord Nov 2 

Fixswey, Janes Tuomas, Measham, Leicester, 
Burton on Trent Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Tissoum, Jou» Samvet, Kbyl, Flint, Fishmonger Bangor 


Farmer 


Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 
Frietcarr, Lions: Joux «Bas vee ty yy Kent 
Landed Proprietor Maidstove Ord 
‘ov % 


Frost, Jauzs, West Norwood, Contractor High Court 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 2 

Garpsgz, A J, Teddington, Builder Brentford Pet Oct 
2% Ord Nov 28 

Goatuan, Knaxx, Gloucester, Market Gardener Gloucester 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28° 








Goprert, Eenest Leserecat, Mai 5 eae Proprietor 
Canterbury Pet Nov27 Ord 

Grist, Howarp, Southend on Sea, _ om Chelmsford 
Pet Oct 2 Ord Nov 27 

Hammett, Cuar.zs, Burley, Southamptop, Market Gar- 
dener lis Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Hanrcreaves, Jonnw Wim, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet 
Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Harrison, Henay, . on Cabinet Maker Barnsley 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Harrison, Wittiam Aaron, Ki m upon Hull, Cycle 
Agent Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Heavtp, Wittlam, — Lancs, Painter Bolton Pet 
Nov29 Ord Nov 2 

Hesst.zwoop, Wane, Middleton on the Wolds, York, 

Tailor Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Heywoop, Wittiam James, Coombe Raleigh, Devon, 
Dairyman Exeter Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

7 ArTaugk Josnua, Bristol, Commercial Clerk 
Bristol Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 28 

Hitt, Hewxry, Gamlingay, Lape yy Market Gardener 
Bedford Pet Nov29 Ord 

Hovusr, ConsTanTINE Suckeaan, "a Litran) MarTIcpa 
House, Newquay, Cornwall Truro Pet Nov27 Ord 

ov 27 

Jiccens, Henry Cuar.es, Smithfield Meat Market, Meat 
Salesman High Court Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Kyeprgst, Apotr, Kingston se Hull, vse. Merchant 
Kingston upon Hull Pet v 29 Ord N 

Levy, Maex, Shepherd’s Bush High Court. "Pet Oct 9 
Ord Nov 29 

Lewis, Samuvet, Lathom, Lancs, Farmer Liverpool Pet 
Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 ; 

Lioyp, Herpert, Leicester, Carver Leicester Pet Nov 23 
Ord Nov 28 


Lucas. AtFrep Husert, Ebury st, Victoria High Court 
Pet Oct 19 Ord Nov29 
Lyogtt, MarrHew Henry, Oldham, Fruiterer Oldham 
Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 
MacGrrcor, Witu1am, Twickenham, Licensed Victualler 
rentford Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 28 
Mapvoox, Jonny Henry, Stockport, Cheshire, Confectioner 
Stockport Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 
Maartix, Poitir, Fulham, Merchant High Court Pet 
Nov2 Ord Nov 29 
Massey, Wiii14m, Smethwick, Stafford, Plumber West 
Bromwich Pet Nov18 Ord Nov 28 
Minres, Cuar.es Prain, Southsea, Hants,Grocer Ports- 
mouth Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 
Mu.izy, Arruur Georce, Woolpit, Suffolk, Cattle Dealer 
Bury 8t Edmunds Pet Nov27 Ord Nov 27 
Nayor, Joux, Heckmondwike, Tripe Dresser Dewsbury 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 
Nosris, Jesst, Staplehurst, Kent, Farmer Maidstone 
Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 29 
Paperston, Henry Epwarp, Tunbridge Wells, Licensed 
ietualler Tunbridge Wells PetOct 28 Ord Nov 27 
Parry, Joun Evan, Liverpool, Grocer 
Nov 14 Ord Noy 28 
Peykets, Joseru, Accrington, Insurance Superintendent 
Leeds Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 
Porstoy, ALrreD, High st, Tooting, Boot Dealer Wands- 
worth Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 
Paice, Rosert, Highbury, Provision Merchant High Court 
Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 
Riosy, JostagH, Stalybridge, Herbalist Ashton under Lyne 
vet Nov v7 Ord Nov 27 
Scort, KRopert James, reat Photographer Poole 
Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 
Suira, Gzorce LLEwe.iyy, 7 at Painter Newport, 
Mon Pet Nov27 Ord Nov 2 
Suir, Jamzs Woop, Darwen, , Electrical Engineer 
Biackburn Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 23 
Bradford Pet 


on —_ Fry m/e Stone Merchant 
Nov 29 

Pe... Fadl a. Fishmonger Peterborough 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Sparkes, Josxrn, Bedlinog, Glam, Grocer Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet Nov27 Ord Hert 237 

Swatman, Taomas A.Bert, Bilston, Stafford, Horse Dealer 
Wolverhampton Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Vickers, Tuomas, Carlton, Notts, Joiner Nottingham 
Pet Novy 28 Ord Nov 28 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Atrraey, Henry Tuomas Ratz, Shaw, Lancs, Greengrocer 
Dec 19 at 10.30 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 

Ayprews, GzorceE, Weymouth, Butcher Dec 12 at 12.15 
Off Rec, City chmbrs, 5 sy st, Salisbury 

ASHLEY, Roserr, Ilford, Essex, Provision Desler Dec 11 
at1z2 Off Rec, 14, 4, Bedford row 

BaxBer, Gzoroz, Kilburn, Horse Dealer Dec 12 at 1 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Barnes, Percy Epwarp, Kedford, Journalist Dec 13 at 12 

Barat, ates, Bthingborough, Northampton, ‘Travel 

Aves, Raura, oe a 01 m, Traveller 

Dec 12at11 Off Rec, B: st, Northampto 

Braypwoop, Harry, Halifax, " "Maker +e 13 at 12.30 
0: , Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Barreto,  SamuRL Wituiam, Liverpool, etal Agent 
Dec 12at12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, ‘pool 

ay RE, Fwham, Physician's pra tenry "Deo 14 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

CuauLesworth, Gzorce Hirst, Stretford, Lancs, Green- 
grocer Dec9atii Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

CaowTugr, Davip, Sowerby Bridge, nr Halifax, Lod ging 
House Manager Dec 13 at 8 Off Rec, Town 
chmbrs, Halitax 

Dorrmay, Frepenicx, Leicester, Pe ang Tailor Dec 


llat3 Off Rec, 1, Berrid; ridge &, 
Exssory, WILLIAM, Goodnich, retord, Licensed Victualler 


Liverpool Pet 


Dec ll at10 2, Offa st, ‘Hereford 
Epr, Epwaxp Lex, "Hillio an, Rontamptes Dec 11 at 3.15 
Off Rec, Midland 


chmbrs, mish st, Southampton 
Mitcham, Surrey, Tubacco ‘Dealer Dec 15 
bidge, a, Casey st 

, Contractor Dec 11 at 11 


Dec 12 at 11 Off Rec, 


Fortu, Gzonas, 
atill Bankru 


Faost, James, West 


Bankru 
Guapwin, Niowouas eas 
Bt Ma chmbrs, 


ry’s 





Gomms, AtsertT Jorn, Bournemonth, Manager ” 
Stable Dec 11 at 230 Off Rec, Midland Bank dg 

High st, Southampton ‘ 

Gairrrins, Groner, Preston on Tees, Farmer Deo) g 
Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Heap, W11114M, Chorley, Lanes, Painter Dec 14 atg ¥ 
Exchange st, Bolto: 

Hesxetru, ALBERT Eouw xD, Manchester, Meat 
Dec ilat3 Off Ree, Byrom st, Manchester 

Heywoop, Wit114m James, Combe Rayleigh Devon, Dairy 
man Dec 13 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford 


ter 
Jenninas, Joun, Newmarket, Cambridge, Corn 
Dec 11 at 2.45 The White Hart Hotel, Newmarket 
Kettow, Rosexr Wit.ram, Laverstock, Wilts, 
Dec 12 at 2.30 Of Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine 


Salisbury 

Legs, AtBEat, New Mills, Derby, Draper Dec 12 aty 
Off Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, Stockpoit 

Luyy, EpWaArb, Leicester, "Tailor Dec 11 at DP Off Ber, 
1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Lycerr, Matruew Heyry, Oldham, Fruiterer Dec 194 
12.30 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 

Mappock, Joun Henay, Stockport, Cheshire, Confectiong 
Reockport at 11.80 Off Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6,+Vernon g, 

ian i Trehafod, Glam, Collier Dec 12 at 9 
135, High st, Merthyr Tyd fil 

Paperston, Hexry Epwarp, Tunbridge Wells, Licensd 
Victualler Dec 11 at 2.30 Clarendon Restaura, 
Tunbridge Wells 

Parkinson, Everasp Wi.ioucesy, and Hues Temay 
Paxnxinson, Burley in Wharfedale, York, Farmen 
Dec 18 at 12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

PenxetH, Josern, Kirkstall Leeds, Insurance Superinten. 
dent Decl3at11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, L-eds 

Pick.ies, Micuagu, Halifax, Baker Dec 13 at 3.30 Of 

, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Prics, Rozerr, Highbury, Provision Merchant Dec lla 
11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Ripge, oe a Butcher Decldat3 94, High 
st, Barnsta: 

Riasy, Jostag, Maly brid , Herbalist Dec 9 at 11.30 Of 
Ree, Byrom st, Manchester 

Sauter, Henry Sipyey, Rugby, Tailor Dec1l at 12 Of 
Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Sanpers, Antaur Exvest, Iifracombe, Tobacconist Decl 
at3 94, High st, Barnstaple 

Sacypers, Franois Jouy, Stotfold, Beds, Cattle Deale 
Dec 9 at 11 Messrs Halliley & Morrison, Solicitors, 
Bedford 

Scott, Ropeet James, Bournemouth, Photographer Decll 
at4 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, South 


smpton 

Saitu, ) Farnham, Surrey, Saddler Dec 12 at 12% 
24, Railway app, London Brid 

Sparkes, JuserH, Bedlinog, Glam, Grocer Dec 12 at3 
135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Symmons, J Ames, oe emg eh Glam, Butcher Dec 11 at3 
135, High st, Merthyr Tydfi 

Tuomas, JOHN Epwaarp, Brilgend, MotorMaker Dec 12at 
10 117, St Mary st, Carditf 

Turvittt, Harriette Evizasets, Herongate House, ar 
Brentwood, Essex, Private Schoolmistress D-c 13 at3 
14, Bedford row ; 

Watton, Mary Ape.ing, Colwyn Bay, Boarding Houm 
Kee; Dec 11 at 12.15 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 


WituiaMs, Joun, Bangor, Auctioneer’s Porter Dec ll at 
12 Crypt combrs, Chester 
Wergesaurem, Lronarp, Oldham, Tailor Dec 19 at il 


if Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 
Woop, Jouy, Northwich, ~~ spa Dee 11 at 2.45 Of 
Ree, King st, Newcastle, Staff 
Waricarsoy,: JOSEPH, Middlesbrough, Glazier Deo bs 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bexyett, Arraur, Thorpe Hesley, = Rotherham, Grocer 
Sheffield Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 2 
Baemer, Martin Avoira, and ee JaMEs _—— 
— jm Shipbrokers High Court Pet Nov 6 
Nov 2 
Baooxs, Samvuet, Levenhulme, Manchester, Grocer Mar 


chester Pet Nov 27 Ord Noy ; 
Cation, Josgrn, St Helens, io r, Builder Liverpal 

Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 - 
Casgit, Samun., Kingston upon Hull, Hatter Kingstoa 


upon Hull Pet Nov 27 Ord Novy 27 

Catiine, Wittiam Linp.iey _ = Bank, Water Bailiff 
Derby Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

CuampesLaix, Artuur, West Bromwich, Baker Wet 
Bromwich Pet Nov 27 Ord Novy 27 

Coxer, Freperick, Portsmouth, Draper Portsmouth Pé 
Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Coorgr, CHARLES Heney, j jun, Cheetham Hill, Manchester, 
Furniture Dealer’s Manager Manchester Pet Nov 
Ord Nov 27 

Coverpa.e, Witu1aM, Holland st, Brixton rd, Dealer ia 
Horses High Court Pet July 22 Ord Nov 27 

Cow ine, Geonax, Chidswell, nr Dewsbury, Boiler Maker 
Dewsbury Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 28 

Crammer, Lewis, Wilke st, ets, Cabinet Maker 
High Co Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 

Crane, Ext, Newton by Brankby, Cheshire Birkenhead 
Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

s, Measham, Leicester, Farm 
et Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 


Fisyzy, James Tuo 
Burton on Trent 

Frercurr. Joun Save, Rhyl, Fishmonger Bangor Pé 
Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Fraser, Wittiam Macxeyzie, Albert rd, Regent’s pk. 
Company Promoter High Court Pet Jan 6 Ord Nori 

Faost, Janes, West Norwood, Contractor High Court Pé 


ov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Goatman, Frank, G ster, Market Gard Gloucester 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Gorrert, Erxnest Lesenzont, Meagate, Hotel Proprietor 
Canterbury Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 2 

Hams, Gaoses Montson, Twickenham, Master Mariner 





rent) Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 24 
Hamuert, Onantes, Burley, Southampton, Maré 
G Balisbury Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov # 
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—— 
HARGREAVES, Joux Wii114m, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet 


Ord Nov 29 
aoe, Hewry, Barnsley, Cabinet Maker Barnsley 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 
Hanaisox, WILLIAM Aanen, Kingston upon Hull, Cycle 
Agent, Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov27 Ord Nov 27 
D, Wiiam, Chorley, Painter Bolton Pet Nov 29 
v 29 


HEAL 

Uo Lead Wituram, Middleton on the Wolds, York, 
Tailor Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov 28 Ord "Nov 28 

Herwoup, WiLL1Am James, Combe — Devon, Dairy- 
man Exeter Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 

House, CoxsTANTINE Nicnouas and _ ae MatiLpa 
House, Newquay, Cornwall Truro Pet Nov 27 Ord 

v 27 

oes Aexry Cuanies, Smithfield Meat Market, Meat 
Salesman Hi, bh Court Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Jvock, Martin, West Ham, Dairyman High Court Pet 
Oct 21 Ord Nov 27 

Keer, Rosert Henry, Margate, Private Hotel Proprietor 
Canterbury Pet Nov8 Ord Nov 27 

Kyeret, Avot¥, Kingston upon Hull, Egg Merchant King- 
ston upon Hull Pet Nov 29 Or i Nov 29 

Levy, Aa og Blomfield ct, Maida Vale High Court Pet 
Nov 18 Ord Nov 27 

Lewis, Samvet, Lathom, Lancaster, Farmer Liverpool 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Lickt, Hasny Botier, Balham, Commercial Traveller 

Wandsworth Pet Nov15 Ord Nov 29 

Iuorp, Hegvert, Leicester, Carver Leicester Pet Nov 28 
Ord Nov 28 

Lwsx, Evwakrp, Leicester, Tailor Leicester Pet Nov 10 
Ord Nov 29 


Lycetr, Marraew Henry, Oldham, Fruiterer Oldham 

“aes 27 Ord Nov 27 
DOCK, JoHN Henny, Stockport, Confectioner Stockport 
Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

wR... Castes Prain, Southsea, Grocer Portsmouth 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Mower, Anraur Grorce, Woolpit, Suffolk, ame Dealer 
Bury 8t Edmunds Pet Noy 27 Ord Nov’ 

Nayioz, Joun, Heckmondwike, Tripe Drewser Dewsbury 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Novy 29 

Pasxissoy, Everarp WiLiouGcusy, and Hucu Terrier 
Parxixson, Burley in Wharfedale, York, Farmers 
Leeds Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 25 

Pexxetu, Joseru, Kirkstail, Leeds, Insurance Superin- 
tendent Leeds Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Ricsy, Josiau, Stalybridge, Herbalist Ashton 
Lyne Pet Nov 27 Ord Noy 27 

Scorr, Rosert James, Bournemouth, Photographer Poole 
Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Suracer, Isaac, Ceci, SHracer, Joun Suracer, JAMEs 
SuraGer, and ADO!PH SHRAGER, Lloyd’s av, Merchants 
High Court Pet Oct 28 Ord Nov 29 

Burn, Grorce LirweLiyx, Newport, Mon, 
Newport, Mon Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 29 

Surrn, Jamzs Woop, Darwen, Electrical Engineer Black- 
burn Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Sura, Joz, Keighley, Stone Merchant Bradford Pet 
Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Sura, Taomas, Peterborough, Fishmonger Peterborough 
Pet Nov 28° Ord Nov 28 

Sparkes, JoserH, Bedlinog, Glam, Grocer Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

a, Leeds, Plumber Leeds Pet Nov 7 

ov 


Swarmay, Tuomas Abert, Bilston, > ae Dealer 
Wolverhampton Pet Nov28 Ord N 

Vicxers, Tuomas, Carlton, Notts, ae ° Nottingham 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Warp, Ricuarp, and Tuomas W1Li1aM Geeran, Hove, 
Tailors Brighton Pet Nov 11 Ord Nov 29 


was OF DAY APPOINTED FOR PROCEEDING 
ITH ama EXAMINATION ADJOURNED 


High 


under 


Painter 


Appisos, Rovert, St Ermin’s mans, Wes'minster 
Date fixed for proceeding Dec 13 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec. 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
AnMsworta, Grorcz James, New st, Covent garden, 
High Court Pet Dec 2 Ord Dee 2 
Brysox, Puruip, oy Boot Manufacturer Carmarthen 
Pet Decl Ord Dec 1 
Boxp, | ey Harwood, nr Bolton Bolton Pet Dec 1 


Boxp, Mary, iatentae, School Proprictress Leicester Pet 
Decl Ord Dec 
Branam, Frayx, oa Herserr Brauan, Rivington st, 
Shoreditch, Wholesale Stationers High Court Pet 
Nov30 Ord Nov 30 
Borie, AnTuurn Suarries, Blackpool, Journeyman Joiner 
reston Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
Cave, oy and Frepericx Wiiu1amM Browy, pee 
Con, WB. ia Eaiders Peterborough _ Decl Ord Dec 
opsgate st, Stock Dealer High Court Pet 
{Sst at” Ora'D Deo is 
P, Eanest Wici1am, Finchley, Fi Barn 
Pet Decl Ord Dec 1’ Pe Uae 9 
Danxyett, WALTER Janes. Montacute, Somerset, Dairy- 
man Yeovil Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
Davizs, Tuomas, Liangain, Carmarthen, Farm Labourer 
then Pet Decl Ord Decl 
Ds Sovza, Diaco Francrs, Bournemouth, Male Nuree 
Poole Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
Eastianp, FRepErick WituraAm, Wisbech, Cambridge, 
ission Agent King’s Lynn Pet "Nov 17 Ord 


Nov 30 

oy Se ee York, Butcher Dewsbury 

Evaxs, Tuomas, Cadoxton, nr Cardiff, Blacksmith Cardiff 
Nov7 Ord Dec 1 

Ganpivern, Witiam Bainvs, Whitby, York, Saddler 


Gaupeay, foun ay xe ttt ~" = Nottin ham P 
HUR JOHN, 
Del Gane: x, Nottingham otting! et 


Guar, Harry, and Grornat Henry Barnes, Bourne- 
evs Fruit’ Merchants Poole Pet Nov 30 Ord 





a, Se Hill, Builder High Court Pet Nov 

16 

Harpmay, Wi.iiam Grorce, Bispham, Blackpool, 
Journeyman Joiner Preston Pet Nov 30. Ord Nov 30 

Hare, tg Chalfont — Bucks, Farmer Ayles- 

et Decl Ord De 

Hanis, PR re AB Dalston, CigarImporters High 
Court Pet Nov 11 Ord Dec 1 

HENSHALL, THOMAS, 1 Ord Bee Cheshire, Pig Dealer 
Stockport Pet Decl O1 

Heys. W E, F A Heys, and * vadall Pitume Norraty, 
Wealdstone, Middlesex, Manufacturers of Toi 

Requisites ms Albans Pet Nov1i Ord Nov 30 


Hvcnrs & Co, H . Royal Pekan, Stock Brokers High 
Court PetOct 4 Ord Dec 

Kine, Frayer Epwarp, Teewich, Commission Agent 
Ipswich Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 


Lister, CLement, Bolton, Frame Manufacturer Bolton 
Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 


Lurr, Samvet; Portsmouth, Hants, Baker Portsmouth 
Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
McLaren, THomas, ae Cambs, Farmer Cambridge 


Pet Nov30 Ord N 

Macwi uz, Jouy, Rock, oz | re Meat Salesman 
Birkenhead Pet Noy 30 Ord Dec 

Muterew, Micnat, Barrow in Furness Labourer Barrow 
in Furness Pet Decl Ord Dec 1 

Pearce, Frrepa Joanna he ae goed peed, Ladies’ 
Outfitter Bristol Pet Ord D 

Puatr, James, Silverdale “Bias, | wand Victualler 
Hanley Pet Decl O 

Reavy, Roser, penne, Clothier High Court Pet 
Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

war Forest Gate, Builder High Court Pet Oct 2 


Stroxes, Artaur Joun Horatio, Wolverhampton, Limp 
Merchant Wolverhampton Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 
Tay, Georce Frepertwox, Birmingham, Coal Merchant 
Birmingham Pet Nov9 Ord Nov 3) 

Tsorscryx, Marruew, Burnley, Plasterer Burnley Pet 
Dec1 Ord Decl 

Toox, Joun Rosert, and Tsomas Toox. Leighton, Hun- 
ingdon, Farmers Peterborough Pet Nov 9 Ord 


Nov 30 
Townsend, Ricaarp, Sheffield, Engineer Sheffield Pet 
Dec2 Ord Dec 2 


Warts, Wittiam James, roy pymt, Builder High 
Court Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 

Woopwakrp, Frank, Bageweter, , Engineer High 
Court Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 

Youncer, Apa, and Ronixna Youncer, Barrow in Furness, 
Drapers Barrow in Furness Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 


RECEIVING ORDERS RESCINDED. 
Swiynerton, Georce, Aintree, Liverpool, Builder 
pool Rec Ord Sept 18 Rese Decl 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

oes ye Beg ae, = Rotherham, Grocer 
Dec 13 at 1 Ree, Figtree In, Sheftield 

BLAKEMORE, Zee Joux, Derby, Geoengueser Dec 14 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Bonp, Danie., Harw nr Bolton, Lancs Dec 15 at 3 
19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Brana, og and Hersert Brana, Rivington st, 
Shoreditch, Wholesale Stationers Dec 15 at 12 Bank- 
ruptc bags Carey st 

Brooks, James, and Arraur Ex.in Brooks, "oo Steel 
Manufacturers Dec 13 at 11.30 Off Ree, Figtree ln, 


Brooks, Samvet, Levenshulme, any Grocer Dec 13 
at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Mancheste: 

Catow, Harvey, Clown, Derby Dec 13 at 12 Off Rec, 
Fi; In, Sheffield 

@aszit, Saver, Ki 
Off Rec, Trini ouse In, Hull 

CATLIN, Wituias NDLEY, Matlock Bank, Water Bailiff 
De} 14at1i Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 


Liver- 


nm upon Hull, Hatter Dee 3 at 12 


Coss. B, Bishopsgate st, \ ne Dealer Dec 15 at 1 
ha. kruptey ay Carey st 
Coxer, F ith, Draper Deci4at3 Cam- 





unc, High st, Portsmouth 

CouLines, j ames Tuomas, Birmingham, Draper Dec 19 at 
11 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Coorrr, CHARLES Henry, jun, Cheetham Hill, Manchester, 
Furniture Dealer's Manager Dec 13 at 3.30 Off Rec, 
Byrom st, Manchester 

CorLays, MICHAEL, Canterbury, Tailor Dec 14 at 12 Off 
Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

Cow tine, Groncx, Chidsweil, nr Dewsbury, Boiler Maker 
Dec 13 at 10.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Somber 

Davipson, Saut, Barrow in Furness, Fine Art Dealer Dec 
Fhe at 11,15 Off Ree, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 

‘urness 

Dray, Pearson Henry, Hythe, Kent, Licensed Victualler 
Dee 14 at 12.30 Off Rec, 68 ; Castle st, Canterbury 

Earpury, Ernest Justice ’ Sransu ry, Bi 
Solicitor Dec 18 at 11 191, ee st, Birmingham 

Eanvr, oe a. Rotherham, York. Fishmonger Dec 13 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Shefii 

Exuisoy, oon 1p, Gomersal, York, Butcher Dec 13 at 12 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 

Fietcaer, Lioneu Joux Wi.u1aM, Maidstone, Landed 
Proprietor Deci3at11 9, King st, Maidstone 

——_ Wituram Baixvs, Whitby, York, Saddler Dec 
20at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middl h 

Market ~~ Dec 16 at 


GoaTMAN, Frank, Gl 
12 Off Rec, Station rd, Fw vg 
Gorrert, Eantst Lenearcnt, Margate, Hotel Proprietor 
Deo 15 at 10.30 53, st, Margate 
TT, AGNES, » Stafford Dec 14 at 12 Of 
Ree, ‘, Wol verham 
Hancreaves, Jonny Witttam, Leeds, Butcher Dec 13 at 
it Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Harrisox, Henny, Barnsley, Cabinet Maker Dec 15 at 11 
Off Rec, 7 nt st, 


Sasa, Wittram Aanon, Kingston upon Hull, > 
Dec 18at 11.30 Off Reo, Trinity House in, ull 


we 5 Artuur Josava tol, Commercial Clerk 
Dee 30 at 11.30 Sarees Peete Commerce ? 





“Tarr, James foam Se, York, General 





ata arnsley 


Peaitens, ¥ 
JACKSON, Artnur, W ie agent ‘Builder Bile Dee 13 at 11 


tey bldgs, st 
Jiccens, Heyry CHasces, se ne. va Salesman Dec 


13.at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Hivcutirrez, Frank, Penistone, 
15 at 10.30 Of Res 7, Be 1, 
Hixcauirre, Bice &, 


Kine, Frank yay I Commission Agen’ 
Dec}5at2 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Leataer, WILuaAM Grorce, eld, | Engineer 


Dec 13 at 1.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, 


Levy, Mark, "s Bush Dec 13 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 
Lurr, Samvet, Portsmouth, Baker Dee 14 at 5 Cam- 


bridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

LuKkemay, » Geataat King's Heath, Blacksmith Dec 18 at 
ll 191, Corporation tion st, Birmingham 

Mryrer, Cuarces Paratn, Southsea, Grocer Dec 15 at 4 
Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

Mou tuey, Arraus GeoraGe, Woolpit. Suffolk, Cattle Dealer 
Dec 22 at 11.30 Angel Hotel, Bury St Edmunds 


Nay_or, — Heckmonéwike, Tripe Dresser Dec 13 at 


11.30 Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 
NgEepuam, io n, Gt Grimsby, Labourer Dec 13 at ii ll 
0 , St Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 


Norais, Jesse, — Kent, Farmer Dec 13 at 12 
9, King st, Maiosto: 

Parrensom, Jawes, Birmingham Dec 13 at 12 191, Corpora- 
tion st, Birmingham 


Pearce, Frrepa Joanna Berrna, Clifton, Bristol, Ladies’ 
Outfitter Dec 20 at 11.45 Uff Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 


Puurrs, Caartes Fresuxey, Gt Grimsby, Labourer 
Dec 13 at 11.30 Off Rec, St Mary’s chmb: rs, Gt Grimsby 

Reapy, a Stratford, Clothier Dec ifat 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Rees, BENJaMiN, Maesyewmmer, Mon, Innkeeper Dec 13 

at1l Off Rec, Westgate at Mos. Newport, rt, Mon 

Riesy, Perer, ‘Warrington, Builder Dec 13 at 3 Off Rec, 
Byrom st, esver 

Sanpers, George Epwarp, Biddulph, Staffs, Jeweller 
Dec 15 at 1145 Off Rec, 23, , King Edward st, Maccles- 


tield 
Suir, Georcr Liew aoe, Newport, Mon, Painter Dec 
18at12 Off R bigs qs ee 
—, = K Stone Merchant Dec 13 at 3 
23, Tyre a, st, Bradford 


oma s NRY, m Hull, Grocer’s Out- 
titer Dec 13 at il On Ree, rin nity House in, Hi Hull 


Stronger, Taomas, Scarisbrick, or 
13 at 2.30 Off Rec, 35, Vistoris st, Liverpool 


Dealer Dec 
13 at 11 Off Rec,Figtree ln, Sheffield 
Swiss, Watiace Wares, Glemsford, Suffolk, Carpenter 
Dec 22 at 2 Hotel, Bury 8t Edmunds 
Warts, Wiiu14m James, Finsbu 
13. at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, y st 
Wuire, James Sternex, Herne Ba: 
Dec 15 at 2.30 Royal Hotel, Herne Ba’ 
iy a Tuompson, 


Levi 
eee ariioe Expert Dec 14 at 11.20 24, "Railway 


> 

AgmswortH, GEORGE James, New st, Covent Garden, Car- 
man Court Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 

Banyes, Percy Epwarp, Bedford, Journalist Chelmsford 
Pet Oct 24 Ord Nov aa 

Bryyox, Parr, + Glam, Boot Manufacturer Car- 
marthen Pet Dec1 ‘Ord Dec 1 

— a Harwood, nr Bolton Bolton Pet Dec 1 
Ord Dec 


1 
Boxp, Mary, Leicester, School Proprietress Leicester 
Pet Decl Ord Dec 1 


an. 


me. ARTHUR SHABPLES, ane Journeyman Joiner 
Preston Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

Cave, Tuomas, and Frepraicx Wituiam Brown, Bourne, 
Linooin, Builders P Pet Decl Ord Decl 

oa Grorce, Bristol, Oil Dealer Bristol Pet Nov 7 

Ord Decl 


Balsall Heath, Worcester, 
Pet Oct 23 Ord Nov 30 
Couulr, Eaxnst WI, ‘Church Ps. ; em Fish- 
monger Barnet Pet Decl Ord Deo X 
Dasaumen, Wa rer James, Montacute, Daten, Dairy- 
man Yeovil Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 


Caatwix, Epwarsp Exsvesst, 
Builder Bi 


Davi B.4 Liangain, Farm Labourer 
Conmanthen Pet Decl Ord Decl 
pe Sovza, Draco FRancts, th, Male Nurse 
Poole Pet Nov30 Pet Nov 30 
Eutisox, Davin, York, Butcher Dewsbury 
Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 
Wiis Batxvs, Whitby. Ls Saddler 


GARDINER, 
Stockton on Tees Pet Nov 29 Ord 

GaUDERN, a— * Joux, Nottingham Nottingham Pet 
Dec 1 


rd Nov 1 
and oon 5 Henry Baanes, Bourne- 


Gr.uattT, Harry 
mouth, Frait Merchants Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov30 
HArpMay,. Weems wd yt tH nr kpool, 
Journeyman Joiner Preston PetNov 30 Ord Nov 3u 
Hart, Josern, Kentish Towa rd, ee Dealer High 
Court Pet Oct 23 Ord Dec 
Hensuart, Tomas, pv kmety Cheshire, Pig 7 
Stockport Pet Decl Ord Dec 1 
Sy =e Market Gardene 
Pet Nov24 Ord Dec 1 


Hit, a 
Bedtord 
Yorks, Goods Guard 
Hixcacwirrs, Beaten 
Barnsley 


Gamlingay, 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Deo 
Hincecuirre, Fraxx, Penistone, 
Barnsi: 


Penistone, Yorks, Booking Clerk 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Dec 1 


Kinvura Feanx, Cannon st Hish Court Pet July 17 
Ord Nov 29 


Kine, Frank Epwarp, i Commission Agent 
I Pet Nov 29 Nov 29 : 

Krsner, Groser, Lough! , Baker Leicester Pet 
VUct 18 Ord Deol 


Lisrer, Curwent, Bolton, Frame Manufacturer Bolten 
Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 
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Lurr, Samvet, Portsmouth, Baker Portsmouth Pet Nov 
30 Ord Nov 30 

McLanrgn, Tuomas, = Norfolk, Farmer Cambridge 
Pet Nov 36 Ord Nov 30 

Mrrcaett, Aurrzep, North End, Hampstead High Court 
Pet Oct 6 Ord Nov 29 

anata, Micuaet, Barrow in om Labourer Barrow 

Pet Dec1 Ord Dec 

Neem, JESSF, we, Kent, _—— Maidstone 
Pet Nov 14 Ord 

Nyman, Naruay, Commercial rd, Trimming Seller High 
Court Pet Oct 3L Ord Dec 2 

Papgrstoy, Henry Epwarp, Tunbridge Wells, Licensed 
Victualler Tunbridge Wells Pet Oct 28 Ord Dec 1 

Parker, Rosert Wittiam, Soutnend, Eesex, Solicitor 
High Court Pet Oct2 Ord Dec 1 

Piasrow, Cataerine Awnwte, Chester, 
Chester Pet Oct 25 Ord Dec 1 

Puatr, James, Silverdale, Stafford, Licensed Victualler 
Hanley Pet Decl Ord Decl 

Price, CHartes Beysamiy, Fuatington, Cabinet Maker 
High Court Pet Sept16 Ord Nov 29 

Reapy, Rosert, Stratford, Clothier High Court Pet 
Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

Spencer, Cuartes Aurrep, and Joun Armstrona, Sunder- 
land, Furniture Dealers Sunderland PetSept 25 Ord 


Fancy Dealer 


Dec 
Sroxes, Artuur Jonyx "Horatio, Wolverhampton, Lamp 
Merchant Wolverhampton Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 
Taorsurn, Mattuew, Burnley, Plasterer Burnley Pet 
Dec1 Ord Decl 
Towyseyp, Ricuarp, Sheffield, Engineer Sheffield Pet 
Dec2 Ord Dec 2 
Wareier, Frank Epwarp, Pwilheli, Carnarvon, Wine 
Merchant Portmadic Pet Oct 18 ‘Ord Dec 1 
Youneer, Apam. and Rosixa Youncer, Barrow in Furness 
Drapers Barrowin Furness PetDec2 Ord Dec 2 
THE LONDON SCHOOL OF LAW. 
UITION for BAR, SOLICITORS’, UNI- 
VERSITY, and other LAW EXAMINATIONS, 
eS (class or individual) or by CORRESPONDENCE. 
———— of oan: and further information apply 
RETARY, 1, Old Serjeants’-inn, W.C. 

OW CLERKS’ CERTIFICATE. —Attention is called 
to the New Scheme for Instruction, Examination, and Cer- 
tification of Unarticled Law Clerks. Prospectus, giving full 
particulars, can be obtained on application to the Secretary. 

N.B.—The School provides Tuition for the Matriculation, 
Bar, Solicitors’ and University Preliminary Examinations. 


aetna SECRETARY.—Young Gentle- 
man, Lanzs., holding responsible position. well- 
educated and thoroughly convereant with every class of 
clerical work, Desires gagement as Private Secretary 
and Companion ; could supply highest references as to 
character, ability, &c.—Address 8.708, care of “‘ Solicitors’ 
Journal” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


[AY-— — GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
Am canon 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
wri 











8. d. 
Abstracts Copied ooo ee © 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts on ee 2 8 per 20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand se, ee O 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted i ee 2 O per Sag 
Full Copies 02 


Pp see per 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. "per sheet toate, Mi. ditto ; 


Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per s 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 


heey LONDON and WESTMINSTER 
1oOae & DISCOUNT COMPANY pe -) (Est. 1856). 
Offices : 63, St. Martin’s-lane, W.C., & 43, London-wall, E.C. 
ADVANCE MONEY on Gott, furniture, leases, 
INTEREST: 





life spy oe» die e, INCLUDIN 
eekly £0 4 4 Monthly £019 3 
es ~~ es ie i 
¢ e £012 8 ” £216 3 
£50 - ae 1 3 cd #4 13 9 
£100 £2 7 6 
sums L., portion. ‘Moderate ‘tates io bills of 
sale. on application to Secretary. (No 


REEVES & TURNER, 
LAW BOOKSELLERS AND PUBLISHERS. 


Libraries Valued or Purchased, 


A Large Stock of Second-hand Reports and Text-booke 
always on Gale. 


3, Bream’s Buildings, C' Chancery Lane, E.C., 
FORMEBLY OF 100, CHANCERY LANE AND CABEY STREET. 





NOW READY. SECOND EDITION, Price 5s. net. 
AN EPITOME OF THE 


PRACTICE of the CHANCERY and 
KING’S BENCH DIVISIONS 


©F THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
By A. H. POCOCK, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


London: ErrixcHam W11son, 54, Threadneedle-street, E.C. 


A NEW COPY OF 
PRIDEAUX’S 


CONVEYANCING PRECEDENTS, 
2 Vols., 18th Edition, 1900. 


THE KELLY LAW-BOOK COMPANY, Lro. 


Dealers in all Descriptions of Law Books. 


CAREY STREET, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
*.* Law Libraries Purchased or Valued (Licensed Valuers), 


LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSIONS 
For Vacancies for, or introductions to the above, apply to 


J. HARCOURT SMITH, 
The old-established PARTNERSHIP AGENT, 
LAW COSTS DRAFTSMAN, & ACCOUNTANT, 
61 & 62, CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 


N.B.—Vacancies for Articled Clerks. Good Mortgage 
Securities Wanted. 











Daily, at 3 and 
ASKELYNE pers ‘DEVANT’S 


(Late Maskelyne and Cooke’ 8.) 
ST. GEORGE’S HALL, LANGHAM PLACE, W. 
A Unique Entertainment. 

MASCOT MOTH : Mr. David Devant, in full giare of the 
footlights, and without aid of covers, graspsa living woman, 
representing a moth, who shrivels into nothingness in his 
arms in less than one second. Enchanted Hive: A per- 
plexing playlet. Burmese berg Who’s who? Sylph: 
A Mystery of the air. Mental Magnetism: An uncanny 
can ga Séance. Shades of Shifters: Pantomime with a 
purpose. Artist’s Dream: A Poetical Illusion. M. Gintaro, 
Great Japanese Juggler. Auimated Photographs : Newest 
Pictures. Mystic Kettle : Quenches any thirst. 


ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION. 
LIFELIKE PORTRAIT MODELS of 
THE LATS S18 HENRY IRVING, 
THE LATE DR. T. J. BARNARDO. 


MADAME TUSSAUD’S Ri ROUMANIAN BAND. 
Admission, 1s. Children under 12,6d. Open 10 till 10. 


A hee COLISEUM, Charing Cross. — 
THREE PERFORMANCES DAILy, at 3, 6, and 
9pm. The 6 o’clock Programme is entirely different from 

that at 3 and 9 o'clock. All seats in all parts are numbered 
and reserved. Stamped addressed envelopes should accom- 

pany all postal applications for seats. Prices: Boxes, 
£2 2s., £1 11s. 6d.,and £1 1s. ; fauteuils, 10s. 6d., and 7s, 6d. ; 
stalls bs., 4s., 3s. ‘and 2s. (Telephone 7, 689 Gerrard) ; Fs 

tier, 1s. ; balcony, 6d. (Tel hone 7,699 Gerrard), Children 

under 12 half-price to all fauteuils and stalls. Telegrams, 

** Coliseum, London.” 











OANS ADVANCED, at moderate interest, 
4 on Freeholds and long Leaseholds. —Apply, Manacer, 
Star Life Assurance Society, 32, Moorgate-street. 


ye of Old Foreign and Colonial 
Stamps, Wanted to Purchase ; a high price given for 

one started before 1870 (cash down); also Good Lots of 

por Stamps Bought.—W. Jacosy, 145, Fenchurch-street, 
mdon, ; 








LEMENT’S INN, STRAND (overlooking 
the Green of the Law Courts).—Several Suites of 
OFFICES TO BE LET, containing from one 

to sixteen rooms on the first floor, day and night service of 
lifte, constant . ope of hot water; luncheons, teas, and 
dinners can Sang apy Prices; for rents and 
further portiocions a LBereT Crunpatt & Co,, 
Clement's-inn, le ap é 


"PARRISTER’ S CHAMBERS (Professional), 
Temple.—TO be LET, an excellent set ( rt). 7, apply. 
by letter, to Z. A. , “‘Bolicitors’ Journal ” Othe, 27 
cery-lane, W .C. (Suit a Solicitor going to the Bar. 


REEHOLD GROUND - RENTS. - “= = 
wards of £200 per annum, well Sareea upon new! 
built and let Properties on successful Estate, N.W. ; aE could 
be divided in amounts of not less than £1,500, and 
others as created could be had; price 25 years’ aan —_ 
G, H. Panozren, 95, Finsbury-pavement, E.C. 








rFOOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except Sundays 
from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 1s., Mondays Ba 
Children always 64. Ladies or gentlemen may be elected 
Fellows %, the Soci A by yn > £5. ual sub- 
scription com ion fee £35.—For particulars appl 
to the SECRETARY, 3 , Hanover-square, W. aie 


ROXAL ITALIAN CIRCUS (‘Hengler’s”), 

Oxford-circus, W.—DAILY, at 3and 8. Over 200 
PERFORMING ANIMALS. Prices from 6d. Children 
half-price. Box-office 10 to 10. Tel. 4,138, Gerrard. 
suMBO JUNIOR, Society's latest pet, “ At Home” Daily, 
at 3 and 8. 








An admirable Food of the 


EPPS’ 


Finest quality and flavour. 


COCO 


Nutritious and Economical, 








ST. 


FOR 


MENTAL DISEASES, 


NORTHAMPTON, 


For the Upper and Middite Classes only, 


PRESIDENT : 
THE RIGHT HON. THE BARL SPENCER, K.G, 


The Institution is pleasantly situated in a 
locality, one mile from the Northampton Station of ro 
London and North-Western and Midland Railways, anj 
one-and-a-half hours only from London, and is surroundej 
by more than 100 acres of pleasure grounds. 

The terms vary from 31s. 6d. to £4 4s. a week, 
to the requirements of the case. These terms may r 
reduced by the Committee of Management under special 
“Sens ee high te have 8: 1 Atten: 

atients er rates can have Specia 
Horses and Nite , and Private Rooms in the H —_ 
or in — Villas in the Grounds of the Hospital ; or at 
Moulton Park, a branch establishment, two miles from the 
Hospital. 

There is also a Seaside House, Bryn-y-Neuadd 
Llanfairfechan, N. Wales, beautifully situated in a park 
180 acres, to which patients may be sent. 

== further information apply to the Medical Superin- 
tendent. 





Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-99, 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen suffering from ae 
and Abuse of Drugs. In a most healthy, picture 
secluded part of the country, 1 hours from 
about 400 feet above sea-level; 10} acres of lr 
at by hot-water apparatus. ’Electric light throughout, 

thy employment and recreation. Workshops, Poultry 

mm, Gardentg, ricky Tennis, Golf, Library, Music, 
Billiards Dark m for Photography, & ke. Patients may 
enter under the Acts or private erms: 2-3 Guineas, 
Electric Light and Heat Baths, &c. EE to 

Resipent Mepica. SUPERINTENDENT or SECRETARY, 








INEBRIETY.. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER, 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, MA, 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc, 
Study of om. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 
Legal and References. For terms and particulam 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 

TeLecRaPHic Appress: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 





Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 


For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
Yor Terms, &c., apply to 
¥F. 8. D. 0G, MROS., » &e., 


Telephone: P.O. 16, RickmansworTs. 





Treatment of Inebriety and the Drug Habit. 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
ST. MARGARET'S, EAST TWICKENHAM, 8.¥. 


(Private Home, Liceneed, and under Government 
Supervision, ) 


Gentlemen are received either under the Act, or as Private 
Patients, Special Arrangements for Professional and Busi- 
ness Men, to whom time is an object. Boating, Tennis 
Cycling, Billiards, &c. 

For Terms apply Resipent MepIcat SuPERINTEN DEST. 


BRAWN D’S 


Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere 








BRAND & CO., Ltd., MAYFAIR, W. 








ANDREW’S HOSPITAL 
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